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IN TITE NAIVIE OT'ALLAH ALMIGHTY

WHO IS MOST BEI\ET'ICENT AI\D
MERCIT'UL



Allah Almighty says in the Glorious Quran:

1a r.}ld ir +: ,i, $ EIA;I eS.! G. r5I 6-#q aS ilS
6ri4 w $ ifi rl*lil,',rK lil # ilS i+13 EiI

'Then ryoe b he who wfte he Book wlth thelr own hands, and tfien say: Thls Is from

Allah, b tnfrlc wllh lt tur mlenbte pdc! woe to thenr br what tielr hands do wriE, and

tur the galn they mah there[/. (2:79)
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lntroductlon

Durlng the 2Os century partlcularly ln its second half, Chrlstlans have produced over a

hundred translatlons of the New Testament ln Engllsh language alone and they are

aiming to produce more. Why is this activity going on so frequently since compllatlon

of the Bible and why do Christians not agree on one verslon?

The reason behind this ls crltlcal study of the Bible which leads to the production of an

updated New Testament Greek text and its improved translation. Nor a days ln

America, a large number of scholars are engaged either in criticizing the t{ew

Testament or defendlng thts criticism. Some of them have tendency to prove

unreliability of the New Testament whlle others are trylng to malntaln lts authenticity

and reliability.

Most of the scholars of American seminarles are ln favor that New Testament is in its

origlnal form and they have wrltten bundle of books and scholarly articles on that toplc

while some American university scholars are of the oplnion that New Testament ls

totally corrupted and is not rellable now. One of these scholars is Bail D. Ehrman who

was an evangellca! Chrlstlan before startlng hls crltical study of the New Testament.

But when he started critical study, he came to know that New Testament is

interpolated and not in genulne form. His critlclsm led hlm to agnosticism and now he

is not a Christian. He left his faith and wrote many books about textual and theologlcal

complications of the whole Blble generally and the New Testament parUcularly.

The subject of textual criticism is very slgnificant and sensitive for Christians since their

religion bases on lt and it ls also slgtiflcant for Musllms because by knowlng cumnt

views of western scholarship about the New Testament, they wll! be in better position

for dialogue and debate.

My focus in this research ls on the criticism of contemporary New Testament critic Bart

D. Ehrman to analyze and enaluate hls approach about difftrent aspects of Neur

Testament Theology.



lmportance of the toplc

Importance of thls toplc can be known through the sensltlvfi of thls lssue and

contemporary work on it. Most of the Amerlcan unlversities and Chrlstlan seminarles

have marry bibllca! scholars who are engaged either in Nmr Testament critic'sm or

defending this criticism.

The contemporary crltical approaches to the theology of New Testament in America

not only Ieave a deep and vast impact on religious thoughts and social vlews but also

on lnterfahh relatlons as well all over the world.

Reasons to select the toplc

o I have selected thls toplc because of my perconal Interest ln blbllcal crltlcism and since

no work has been done yet about thls aspect. So lt ls something new which will

enhance my knowledge as well as benefit the rcaders.

. Furthermore, I want to leam useful lessons from the contemporary apprcaches to the

study of the New Testament to be well aware of the fleld.

o Another, I want to contlnue the llne of researth and study of the New Testam€Irt

started by Musllm scholars.

. Moreover, such studies are required for a successful and meaningfu! dialogue between

Muslims and Christlans.

Musllms should know current vlews of westem scholarc about New Testament which

lead to evidences for interpolation in the Bible. As the Noble Qu/an says: They change

words from places' (5:13). By getting thls type of knowledge, we wlll be in better

posltlon to understand deeply such type of Qu/anic messages.

Limlts of research

1. Thrs research focuses on Amerlcan approaches ln general and on the work of Bart D.

Ehrman in particular.



2.

3.

4.

Thls study alms to conduct the research on the topic ln the contemporary age.

Another llmlt of thls research is its focus on New Testament and not the whole Bible.

Moreorer, it pays attent'ton to the theological studies of the New Testament.

Methodology

!n thls research, ! will explore the apprcach of Bart D. Ehrman towards the Doctrines

and Theology of New Testament and therefore I will adopt analytical as well as critical

method to emluate various Blblical Doctrlnes and Theology approached by him in the

light of Modern versions. To analyze his approach, the New Testament verslon belng

used ln thls research ls Neuu lnternational Version (NlV).

Objectives

Muslims believe in interpolatlon of the Bible on the basis of informatlon given by the

Qu/an as lt says: 5o, rvoe to those who write the Book wlth their hands and then say

this Is from Atlah, so that they may gain thereby a triflinE prlce. Then, woe to them for

what their hands have written, and woe to them for what they earn'(2:791. Thls is very

much true and strong evldence but appllcable on Muslims only. The objectlve of thls

research ls to prove this point by provldlng evldences from western scholarship to

strengthen the claim of Muslims which will ultimately prove the authentlclfl and

resilient reliability of the Qu/an to the whole world.

Literature revlew

ln 20s century, many apologetlc and polemic scholarc of Amerlca have written on the

sublect addressed by Bart D. Ehrman. Some of the major scholars include Richard G.

Swinbume, Daniel Baird Wallace, Darrell L. Boclc Cralg Alan Evans, Michael R. Limna,

James Robert White, Bruce M Metzger and others.'They have addressed diffetent

aspects of Bart D. Ehrman's work.

Danlel Baird Wallace who is president of the Evangelical Theological Society and

professor of New Testament Studles at Dallas Theologlcal Semlnary ls very actlvely

rnvolved in countering criticism on reliability of New Testament and to achieve that

purpose he has instituted the Center for the Study of New Testament Manuscripts

3



whlch focuses on dlgltlzlng all known Greek manuscripts of New Testament. He actlvely

contrlbutes to the Bart D. Ehrman Proiectr. Hls malor tffork is on rellabllity of the ilew

Testament manuscrlpts and textual crltlclsm.l Wallace clitiqued Ehrman's book

'Mlsquotlng Jesus: The Story of Who Changed the Bible and Why' for mlsrepresentlng

commonty held vlews of textual crltlclsm, especlally hls vlew about the 'orthodox

mrruption of Scripture". He has debated with Bart D. Ehrman on the toplc 'is the

orlginal New Testament Iost' and tded to plot e that discrepancles fuund in ilew

Testament are based on the context ln whlch the text was produccd and we need to

reconclle the dlscrepancies in the llght of first century context. So hls major concern is

to prow the reliablllty of New Testament in contrary to vievv polnt of Bart D, Ehrman.

Another American scholar who has keen lnterest ln the subJect ls Mlchael R. Licona. He

works as Associate Proftssor at Houston Baptist University. Licona ls speclalized in the

analysis of the Resurrectlon of Jesus (Peace be upon him). His book "The Resurrection

of Jesus: A llew Hlstoriographlcal Approach" has been rccommended by many famous

Blblica! scholars and historiansr. Llcona conducted his doctonl research on the

particutar issue of Jesus's (Peace be upon himl resurrection. ln dolng so, he has applied

the historlcal approach to examine thls issue. He concludes that almost all of the

scholars who are conducttng thelr researches on the resurrectlon of Jesus (Peace be

upon hlm) are either philosophers or blbllcal scholars, but none of them is aware of

philosophy of history and that is the polnt In which they lack.r

He has extensivety worked on the issue of resunectlon and debated with many polemlc

scholars including Bart D. Ehrman. Durint a debate with Bart D. Ehrman, he confessed

that there are many difhrences in resurrection accounts found in Gospels but these

occur due to appllcation of anclent biographical rules which were definitely dlfferent

rh 
is a websltE whldl crltlcally analyses tfie works of Bart D. Ehmar'

'UOgtCaO!e!@!!aSe-@. Accessed October 1r" 2017.t Accessed Octobet 1o,7oll.
thaos"//www atademra.du Accessed Octobet22"2017.
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flom today's procedures. He emphaslzed on the reconclllatlon of these contradlctory

accounts by analysing discrepancles keeplng ln vieul the anclent blographical rules.

Another prominent flgurc of American apologetlc world of 20th century ls Cralg Alan

Evans, He ls an expert on early Chrlstlanity and det elopment of Chdstlan scrlpture.

presently he is professor at Houston Baptist Unirrcrsity and teaches Christian OriSins.

His analysis on the orlgins of Christlan'fi has wlde impact on contemporary

scholarshlp. He debated several tlmes wlth Bart D. Ehrman on the rellablllty of New

Testament and portrayal of Jesus (peace be upon hlm) in New Testament.s His research

focuses on the reliablllty of New Testament as well as the portrayal of Jesus in Gospels.

Another apologetic scholar who wo*s on the reliability of New Testament is James

Robert White. He ls influentlal flgure of American community who ls actiwly invotved

in defunce of inerranry of the Bible and for that purpose he founded Alpha and Omega

Mlnlstrles. The core iob of thls organlzatlon ls to promote aangellcal apologetlcs ln

order to counter the arguments raised by polemlc scholars like Bart D, Ehrman and

others. He has written alound 20 booh on this issue and debated with many polemlc

scholars lncludlng Bart D. Ehrman on the topic "does the Bible misquote Jesus (peace

be upon him)".

Another actlve apologetlc scholar is Richard G. Swlnburne who is prominent as one of

the leadlng Christian apologlsts. He ls the prominent scholar of philosophy of 20th

century. He served at University of Oxford as profesor of phllosophy for many years.

His major area of interest Is Theodicy and the existence of God. He has debated with

Bart D. Ehrman on the exlstence of evil and produced varlous works on the subiect. He

has presented rn hls books, many philosophical arguments for the existence of GoG

but besldes that he urges that efistence of God is somehour related to metaphyslcs as

weil6. While Swinburne presents many arguments to advance the belief that God

exlsts, he argues that God ls a being whose existence is not loglcally necessary, but

tt4gg-ggtgagl@ Accessed Octobet 14, 2O17.
Accessed Novembe t t5, 2OL7 '
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metaphyslcally necessary ln a way he deflnes in his work The Chrlstlan God. Hls

book are primarily very technical work of academlc philosophy, but he has wrttten at

the popular letrel as well.

Another scholar u,o*lng on the subiect is Dlnesh Joseph D'Souza who ls an lndlan born

American polltlcal commentator, author, filmmaker and apologist. D'Souza has

debated agalnst prominent athelsts and crltlcs of Christianity including Bart D. Ehrman

on rellglous and moral tsues. Many of his worls dlscuss Chrlstlan apologetlcs and are

crltlcal of New Atheism. His Chrlsttan apologetic books '\lllhat is So Great about

Christianlty' and 'Ufe after Death: The EvldencC were both on The tlal York Tmes

Best Seller llsl He identifies himself as a nondenominational Christian.

Another scholar who is engaged in hlstorlcal analysis of exlstence of Jesus (peace be

upon him) is Robert Mcnalr Prlce. He is an American theologian and professor of

blbllcal crlticism at the Center for lnqulry lnstltute. He argues agalnst the existence of a

historical Jesus (peace be upon him) and prcsents mythlcal YleYu polnt. Price

questioned the historicity of Jesus ln a series of books including 'Deconstructing Jesus",

5he lncredlble Shrlnklng Son of Man", 'Jesus ls Dead, 'The Chrlst Myth Theory and

Its Problems" as rvell as 'Jesus at the Vanishing Point, a contribution to The Historical

Jesus: Flve Viewsx. ln 2016, he debated Bart D. Ehrman on the hlstoricity of Jesus and

trled to prove his stance. Bart D. Ehrman completely rqected hls vlew point presented

in the book 'Jesus at the Vanlshlng Poinf in which Price glves three key polnts for the

traditional Orrist nryth theory. Bart D. Ehrman explored complete myth theory in hls

book'Did Jesus exist" and proved the existence ofJesus (peace be upon him) through

historical evidences.

ln this research, Bart D. Ehrman's work will be divided into two parts, the first part is

regarding doctrines and the second one is about Theology approached by hlm.

Moreoyer, both parts will be analyzed ln the light of Modern verslons of New

Testament and this is new thlng which has not been done yet. Futhermore, the maior



doctrlnes and theology will be mluated keeplng ln vlew the prlnciples gircn by The

Glorious Quran and Hadith'

Research qu$Uons

This research aims to explore the answers of the fbllourlng questlons:

1. What are the famous approaches of American scholars to the l{ew

Testament during the contemporary age?

2. Where does Bart D. Ehrman stands in the context of general New Testament

studles?

3. How has Baft D. Ehrman approached to the Doctrlnes and 'lteology of the

New Testament?

4. What ls the lnfluence of Bart D. Ehrman's approach to the New Testament

on contemporary Amerlcan scholarshlp?

5. How can Musllms beneflt from Bart D. Ehrman's approach to the New

Testament?



H ISTORICAI SKEICH OF GONTEMPORARY AMERIOAN APPROACH ES IO

THE l{EWTESTAMENT

This chapter dlscusses hlstorlcal background of Amerlcan approaches to the New

Testament in modem and postmodern era. Modem era (175G,1945) covers mostlyfirst

half of 20u century wher€as postmodern time conslsts of second half of 20ih century

tlll today. Before sterting the historlcal background, it seems approprlate to elaborate

the composltion of New Testament ln order to have better understandlng of chapter.

NewTestament Canon

The New Testament contalns Christlan religious teachings and beliefs. lt only covers

sevenl decades in contrast to Old Testament whlch encompasses seyeral centuries of

hlstory. The New Testament ls essentlally not wrltten by one pelson, rather lt ls a

combinatlon of twenty seven books written by people from varlous places and times.

We cannot say that NeY, Testament ls an antholqy because for anthology thel€ must

be some anthologist, whereas rre don't know any single person ln hlstory as

anthologlst of the BibleT.

These twenty-seven book are centered on Jesus Christ (peace be upon hlm) and

describe his life and teachings. Every book has its own writer, background, theme and

purpose. The books of New Testament are usually dlvlded lnto four maJor categories:

The Gospels, The Acts of Apostles, The Eplstles and The Book of Revelation'

The Gospets

The origin of word 'gospel' is Old English word 'god-spell" which means "good news"

and is a lltenl translation of Greek word 'ericyy6l'r.or' (euangelion) (eu "good" and

TFrederrck 
Fyvie B ruce, fhe Book ond fh. Potchmen5,(Old Tappan: Rwell, 3d ed, 19631, p. 83.
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angelton "message")r. Chrlstlans considered the Gospel "good news" of redemptlon

through the resunection accounts of Jesus (Peace be upon him) portrayed in these

books.

The first three gospels Matthoil, Mark and Lul1e are called the synoptlc gospels whlch

means 'at one lootf gospets. The reason behind this name Is that al! of three present

the same yerslon of hlstorlcal events narrated by each differing only in some details

according to the messate glven by text and the lnterests of the author. John is not

lncluded in synoptic Gospels because it usually portrays a very different and distlnct

vlew of historlcal happenings. AII of the synoptlc Gospels present the story about Jesus

(Peace be upon him), his early life and teachings whercas Gospel of John emphases on

the mystery and identlty of Jesus (Peace be upon hlml as the Son of God instead of

recording historical events about Jesus's (Peace be upon himl life.

The Book of Acts

The ffth book in the New Testament is Acts of the Apostles (early Christian leadersl. lt

glves us the hlstory about the growth of the Chrlstlan communlty and the expansion of

its message to the whole Roman Empire.

It seems that author lntended to make it the second part of a slngle book beglnning

with Luke because author of Luke wrote both books consecutirrelY but it could not 8et

the status of canonical GosPel.

Whlle luke ls a Gospel about Jesus (Peace be upon him] which describes the llfe of

Jesus (Peace be upon hlm), Acts describes the history of the first church in

chronologica! order.-

The Epistles

I umur.oxforddrtronarres com Accesed May 1O 2016.
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The twentyone book subsequent to AGts are ePlstles or letters. These are counted as

the books which were written by the leaderc of varlous churches to other churthes

sltuated in numerous parts of the nelghborlng towns and cities. The flrst fourteen of

these letters are knwn as the "Epistles of Paul' and are supposed to be wrltten by

Paul to correspond wlth the earliest churches ofthe flrst and second centurles.

The next serrcn letters succeeding the Epistles of Paul are named the Cathollc Eplstles,

because they were addressed not to the partlcular church communities, rather to the

Christians as a whole.

The Book of Revelation

The Book of Revelation is the final and last book of the New Testament. lt explains the

vlslon of a church community leader who llved under the opprcssion of Roman Ernpire

by glvlng the gllmpse of glory that awalts the Chrlstlans ln the age to come for

salvation.e

After thls brlef lntrcductlon of New Testament, I will stert part one of firct chapter. The

first chaptet has been divided into five parts slnce lt covers first two questions of my

research:

Emergence of the critical study of the New Testament.

NewTestament in Modern world.

NewTestament of Post Modem Era.

Major Polemic and Apologetic scholars of 20s century.

lntroduction of Bart D. Ehrman,

tDevld EweG A 6en erul tnt oductton to flp Bhh: From AnclpJnt Tou.ts to Modem Trurclatnns, lGrand

Raprds: The Zondervan Conoration, 1983), pp. 24-28.

10
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P.rt I

There are dlfhrcnt oplnlons about accuracy and lnerrancy of New Testament. Large

number of Scholars consldets lt as undeniably accurate scripture and bases thelr belief

and practlces on it. Some others ar€ of the opinion that l{ew Testament is not in its

original condltlon and therefore they claim that New Testament ls interpolated and

modlfled. The most lmportant questton which arlses here Is that when was the crltical

study of Bible started, why and how it started?

1. A. 1. Emergence of Crltlca! Approach

The beginning of Modem crltical study of Ngg, Testament ls traced back to very ancient

times. Shortly before the year 2OO CE, Orlgen 1184-253 CE) was a Chrlstlan theologian

who adopted an approach which led to critlcal study later on. He was prominent writer

of his time and wrote in sweral flelds of theolo8y includlng textual criticlsm, spirltuality

and preachlng. Tlre approach adopted and introduced bV him was the emergent polnt

for all the crltlcal study doreloped ln modern times. 
10

He was never canonlzed as a saint unlike many church fathers, because varlous of his

teachlngs contradlcted the teachlngs endorsed to the apostles, especlally the Apostles

Paul and John. He tautht that God the Son is subordlnate to God the Father which was

rejected by Christian orthodory. Orlgen flrst time used an alleSorlcal method of

interpretation. Allegorlcal method may be deflned as method which assumes that Bible

has numerous lwels of meanlng and emphaslzes to seek the splrltual sense as opposed

to the literal sense.ll Although Origen rematned controversial figure in Christian history

but he had great influence on maior Christian theologians of his time' Origen beliarcd

DBruce M. Me zgetl66..l,Th.lext dThe Fourth 6Wl lnfhc Wntlngs ofOrlgc1, lAtlanu Geortia:

Scholars Pres+ 19921, Vol 1+ pp. 24.
orbd, p.7.



that Bible passaSes may be lnterprEted ln turo dlfferent urays, the literal sense and the

allegorical (spiritual) sense. This concept was later broadened lnto 'threefold sense'

bellef whlch assumes that passages ln the Bible have three different meanlngs, the

llteral, the moral and the allegorical meanlng.lr

Origen recommends in his Treatise on "First Principlef that the OId and New

Testaments arc to be allegorically understood at differcnt levels because most of the

events narrated ln the Bible do not make any sense if interpreted litenlly. To know the

actual mcaning of these passages, the only way ls to find out the spiritual (allegoilcall

sense out of these passagEs. Origen dld not deny the valid'lty of literal meaning of texq

lnstead he emphasized that when the literal explanation of the text results in any

contradlctlon or nonsense, then one has to flnd out the deeper splritual meanlng

beneath llteral sense.ll

As the tlme passed, atlegorlcal method was developed to facllltate a Chrlstian readlng

of the Old Testament. The use of allegorica! interpretatlon began as a Christian way for

studying the narlances betnueen the Old Testament and the New Testament. Mediatal

Christian scholars saw the Old Testament as an allegory of the l{ew Testament events,

such as the parable of Prophet jonah (peace be upon him) and the whale, which

reprEsents Jesuds (Peace be upon hlm) death through crucifixion and resurrection (as

per Christian belief contnry to lslamic stand point). The Book of Jonah in the Old

Testament tells us that the prophet Jonah (peace be upon hlm) spent three days in

tummy of a whale. This was taken W medieval Christian scholars as an allegory of

Jesus's (Peace be upon him) death and after hls death betng ln the tomb for three days

as Prophet Jonah (peace be upon him) remained in tummy of a whale for three days

and then he (Jesus Peace be upon him) was ralsed from the dead. So Allegorlcal

interpretations facilitated Christlan readers to find out Christian themes in the Old

t'Brrt 
D. EhrmaG Studtes in thc lein ol Qitichnt ol fhe New l?stomcnt, (Boston: Brill Lelden Press,

2m6), p.2.
sBruce M. Metzgerleit.l,TheText diheFourth GosryllnThc WritirysdOrigen, pp.G|.
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Testament. Thls led to addltlon of varlous new Interpretatlons of Neu, Testament text

by applylng allegorical method whlch urere later crltlcized by the Bibllcal scholars'

1. A.2. The Renalssance

Renaissance ls a perlod from the t4th to the 17th centuly' lt ls consldered as the

cultural brldge between the Mlddle Ages and Modern times.

Thls period rvas a reblrth of tearnlng. The motto of Renalssance perlod was 'od fonte{

which means 'back to the sourtes'. The Renalssance scholars statted looking to

orlglnal sources like Hebrew and Greek foundations. The dlscovery of ancient

manuscripts paned way to the critica! study and danelopment of textual critlctsm.la

1. A.3. The Refiormatlon

lnfluenced by the Renaissance, Martin Luther who was the founder of Protestantism

emphasized on the study of scriptures in the original languages to avoid any kind of

mlslnterpretatlon. The rEformers rgected allegorical method because thls could be

used to support church tradltlons which were not found ln a clear readlng of Scrlpture.

The Reformers establlshed the foundatlon of their faith on the authorlty based on

scriptur€ alone and therefore the motto of Reformation perlod was 'Sola Scriptura"

whlch means scripture alone. This slogan (scripture alone) claimed that text of the

Bible could be understood by reading itself wlthout the help of allegorlcal

interpretations prcvided by Gtholic Church. Luther therefore attacked and reiected

Catholic allegorles. Later on Prctestants completety shattered the authorlty of Churchls

by clalming that Catholic Church modlfied the text of the Bible by uslng allegorical

method to make the Bible say whatercr it deslred and resultantly lnserted many of its

favorite doctrines in it.

uBart D. Ehrmao Sudtes tn tt1E Tqtuol Criticlsm of Thc New festoment, Pp. 2-3.
stbid. pp.3-4.
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ln t517, Martln luther wrote The Nlnety-Five Thesls whlch were the foundatlon of

reformation movement. Luther stalted hls critlcism by evaluatlon of selling of

indulgences and conctuded that no authority has been given to Pope orrer purgatory in

the Bible and that the Cathotic dogma of merlts of the saints {belief that good work

done by Salnts can benefiit other people) had no fuundation in the gospel.l5

Luther analyred that many of catholic doctrlnes have been lnterpolated in Bible on the

basls of Allegorlcal lnterpretatlons and thus r€Jected serreral teachlngs of the Cathollc

Church. He was strongly agalnst the point that autonomy fiom God's punlshment due

to sin could be purthased with money. This was the polnt from which religious war

started and criticlsm on New Testament and Catholic Church began.

Catholics responded at the Councll of Trent which was conducted for twentpfive

sessions between 13 December 1545 and 4 December 1553 that the authority to

interpret the Bible ls only glven to the Church and no one else is allowed to lnterpret lt

by vlrtue of divlne instructions.lT

Religlous wars made people dissatisfied wlth authoritarlan church and consequently

Protestants initiated critlcal studles of Bible which ultimately led to re+valuation of all

earliest llterature.

1. A. 4. The Enllghtenment

Movlng towards the modern tlmes, the findlngs of Galileo and Copernicus that science

contradlct church teachings led to the sovereiSnty of sclence. The philosophy of the

Enllghtenment emphasized personal responsiblllty and autonomy. The enlightenment

nBruce M. MeEt et, Thc Text qilE N.wT.tum.nt,lNil Yo*: Oxfo]d Universtty Press, 2d ed, 19681,

p. 109.
ltBruce M. Metzger, The Text of thc Newletumcnt, P 87



phllosophers dld not retect rellglon completely but theY sought fur a rellglon whlch ls

compatible with reason.ll

So Reformatlon and Enllghtenment both contrlbuted towards the beglnnlng of critlcal

study of Bible. Maftin luther had liberated the authoriw of Bibllcal Interpretation from

the control of the church hierarchy whereas the EntiShtenment freed the study of the

Bibte from theology. Ultimatety the Bible was studled as any other book using the same

critical skeptlclsm and the same methods that were applied to other anclent sources.

The General Social Sunrcy data examlnes different viewpoints on science and rellgion

ln the America. Analysls reveals that there are thr€e approaches about sclence,

religioslU, and preferences for certain rellgious explanations of the uorld. tftl percent

of Americans prefer religlon compared to science (agalnst crltlcal study of Bible); 35

perEent holds the opposite view (advocates of critlca! study of Blble). A third

perspectlve (21 percent) sympathetlcally conslders both sclence and religion (skeptld

agnostlc approach).le

The next part wlll elaborate the approaches adopted by New Testament scholars ln

Modern times.

lFrederick Fyvie B rue, fit,dltbn: Old ond l/rJw, (Grand Rapids: The Zondervan Corporatron, 1970L p

s1.

'u4auslclg4&4go/@lAccess€d June 19, 2016'
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NewTestament in Modern World

When scholars realized that manuscripts of NewTestament (NT) disagree on numercus

places, textual crl$clsm began. The malor concern for all Bible critlcs was to establlsh

the most trushirorthy text of NT. As the variety In NT manuscripts and versions

emeryed, the differcnces and varlances lncreased and scholars trled to recover the

oldest papyri manuscripts in order to find the orlSlnal form2o.

John William Wenhamzl summarizes the history of textual criticlsm as follows:

!t is roughly true to say that ln 15t century we had no Greek text in use, ln 17s century

we had tate Medleval Greek te& in 196 century a good 4s century Greek text was

establlshed and now we are looklng foruard for early 3d century Greek text2z.

This statement shows that as critical textual studles lncreased, scholars moved forward

ln the search of early Greek manuscrlpts to recover the original text'

All of these discoverles and study aims to strengthen the authenticity of Christlan's

convlctlon that whataner they are readlng is the original word of God. As a rough Idea,

betuyeen 1511 and 1881 at least seventy private English versions of NT rvere

publlshed2s. The most widely used version of the !/th century is Klng James Version

(XN) which was published in 1611 and slnce then most commonly used version in

America. After thls, malry other verSions emerged and revisions of these versions Came

lnto existence. At the end of 19s century, a major revlsion of tOV was undertaken

EurcG A Geacrol tnucdrucfutolhe Elt*,,e,L45.

"John wllllam wenham (1913-1996) was famous Angllcan Blblical scholar. He deuoted hls whole lfe to

preach and sprcad Blble throuth hl3 academic elgertlse. During World War ll, he served as Royal Air

Forte chaplaln. Hc ls among thc most lnfluentlal apologctic sdrolars of postmodern tlmes
zJohn wrlllam wcnham, Clrist and the BlbE, (Dolners 6rcve: lntetvaEtty, 19731, P ll4.
Eceddes Macgrcgor,The BMe tnthe Maklngt (Nerr York Llppincott, 1959), p. 316.
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whlch Eave teaders taste of radsed verslonil. Thls revised work ls known as Engllsh

Revlsed Version (ER\rfs. The version changed its prlntlng style in order to make it easry

for readlng. ERV refiormed the printlng of evtry ve6e as separate paragraph and

malntalned a nan practice wlth numberc to al! Yerses in same paragnph.

The English rcvlsers of ERV modernized the Ianguage of KIV by using following archalc

wt,rds:

They changed the word 'Lord" with 'Jehwah', 'splriP with 'ghost' and "covemng

with the word of 'testamenf.

The English revisers of ERV unre morc focus€d on these archaic explEssions then thelr

counterpart Americans. They put almost three hundred suggestions of American

revisers ln the appendix of the revised verslon on the basls of dtfftrence of opinion.

The American revisers continuously progressed after the publication of ERV ln 1885 tlll

the Engllsh copyrlght left. After that they revlsed ERV according to their concerns which

they could not do ln ERV. They urere lnclined to ellmlnate archaic words and phrases

lnserted by Engllsh r€visers. They adopted Amerlcan usage in that version. ln august

1901, this revised edltion of ERV was published known as American Standard Version.

Thls verslon was more comprehensible to readers due to lts readable style than the

English version and thercfore it became much more popular in America than ERV in

England.

At the beginning of 20h century with the emergence of new versions and attempts to

reconstruct the origlnal text whlch involved dlscovery of papyrl, scholars realized that

New Testament was written in dally life speech to communicate God's message to

people and s6s not the masterpiece of poetry. Resultantly scholars started translating

'Frederlc lGnyon, Our BNc ondilp Ancbnt Monu*ripts, (New Yort: HarPer and Brothers, 19581, p.

310.

'futet'. A Genq,,t ttl[tld'tctton to tlr- BHc, p. L9L
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orlglnal Greek text into dally llfe Engllsh translatlons. Thls brought the changing trend

ln NTtranslations.

one of the ploneer verslons ln thls trend was l\rrentleth century New Testament. The

translators of this verslon spent fourteen yearc in the translatlon of NT in speech and

daily life lantuage. Their ldentlty was unknofln until 1933 when the records of Sroup of

tnnslators were submitted to John Rylands llbrary in Manchestel6. Some of

translatoB were mlnisters, some others were laymen but no one tms llnguistlc erpert

who kneuv the translatlon rules. Honrever they consuhed linguistic expefts on number

of ptaces. Thelr maJor concern was to make NT easy and understandable to youth and

new generation.

The committee of translators was divided into flrrc groups. Each group was asslgned a

speciflc portion of NT. Among the groups, each person's translatlon was disseminated

to all group members for examlnatlon. One member from each Sroup was elected for

revlsion committee who prepared the final draft of the version. Before printing of that

yelsion, the commlttee went over the entlre translation to check the English

expressions. They vuorked on the translatlon at their homes and collabonted the work

by mall. The flnal edition of thrs translatlon was published in 1904 ln London and Neur

York. ln the preface of this version, the purpose of thls translation was stated as'to

enable Engtlsh men to read the most important part of the Bible in the form of their

own language which they themselves use'.27

This Twentleth Century New Testament was pioneer in the movement to translate the

New Testament in daily life speech lanSuage.

Succeeding part of thls chapter will analyre the evolution of Nevtr Testament in Post

Modern period.

takae Xubq Walter Spe€h! Ito Ma ny Verfuns? Tip3tfi11flr Century Engllsh Ve6;iotr5 oJ the Bibh' l@end

Rapids: The Zonderaan Corporatlon, L!r751, p. 2a
,John Reumann, Thl Romon'I oI Bhle sutfr ond *hotars, (Erylewood cliffs: Pr€ntlce Hall, 1965), P'

t81.
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Pert lll

New Testament of the Postmodern Era

As the tr€nd of translating NT ln dally llfe language stalte4 many new verslons of NT

emerged and wery new translator trled to make hls version mole reader oriented and

thus postmodern tlme brought reader oriented approach ln NT scholarshlp.

A commlttee consisting trv€lne schotars published The Amplifled Bible' In 1955 on the

behalf of lockman Foundation in California. This nersion was partly translation and

partly commentary.2l

Wllliam Earchf publlshed his NT version in two volumes. The rolume 1 Gospels and

the Acts of Apostles in 1968 and volume 2 the letten and Renelatlon in 1959. He almed

to make NT coherent to all the people who are not scholars, He wanted to prodde

translation of iIT that did not l€qulre commentary to elaborate lt' This version nuas the

attempt b make NT sPeak for itselfl.

Many other Ygnslons were produced in postmodern time but with the publicatlon of

Revlsed Standard Verslon all effofts obscured.

1. C. 1. The Emergence of Revlsed Standard Vercion

Before publication of Revised Standard Version (RSV), two major efforts were made to

revise the KN of 1511. One was ERV of 1881 and other was ASV of 1901 as I have

mentioned earlier. Both of the venlons aimed to preserve the language of KIV in the

light of modern speech versions that were published in the beginnlng of 20fr century.

'J. P. Lcwis, Trrc E rgrrrh 8/6/l: Frum Xwlo IYIV, (Grand Rapids: Baker' 19811, p' 330'

nryUlam Sirday (f-ggr-fg7St wrs a Scottish Professor of Bibllcal Olticism and DMnity at the UniY€rsity

of Glasgow. Ht serred as mlnister at Tdnity church ienfru fiom 1933 to 1946, Later on he became

lectur€r of New TesEmcnt at Unlversty of Glasgow in 1947 and promoted to Professor rn 1953. He

dedltacd hls llfe to make biblical scholarshlp avallable to thr Erate r€ader.
rEwerL A Gcnaol tnffi/4iuon b the Bitr/f,, p.21A.
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ln order to protect AS\l from unauthorlzed modlflcatlons, it was copyrlghted' The

copyright was held by Thomas Nelson3t and Sons publishers. ln 1928 thls copyright was

transferred to tnternatlonal Councll of Religious Educatlon' ln that Council forty maior

denominations of America and canada represented. The c.ouncll made a committee of

scholals as custodlans of the ASV text.

!n 1937, the committee presented a recommendatlon for the revislon of ASV text to

exiprcss the meaning of NT In slmple Engllsh deslgned for prlvate and publlc use with

pres€ffation to the language of KIV. The recommendatlon was accepted by the

Councit.32

The C.ouncil appointed 32 scholars to revlse ASV text. ln addition to the committee of

32 scholars, an aduisoly board consisting 50 representatives from all major

denominations was also made, Among the denominations represented were

Evangellcals, Lutherans, Presbyterlans, Amerlcan Baptists, Methodlsts and many

others.

The commlttee was assigned speclflc sections of NT and OT. Scholars did their work

lndlvidually and after completion of individua! work, they gathered and carefully went

through the private r€visions. The t{T Revised Standard Verslon was published in 1946

and the whole Bible ln 1952.

rThomas Nllson was bom in Hampton, Vlrgrnia on 11 Algust 1t60. Hls parents wEr€ slaves. After the

crvil war hls f.ther became soldrer. elson's mother tau8ht him to read whlch was crlme durrng slavery'

Nclson was the flrrt Afrlen Amcrican who recetued Ph.D. ln philosophy in the Unted States' He

graduatcd frcm Mount Hermon tnrtltute In June 1889. He then corltlnued at Yale Dhrlnlty School, where

he was ordalned as mlnlster rt Conlrelatlonal Orurch on Dkwell Avenue in l{eu Hairen' He w|as

arardrd Ph.D. in Philosoptry from Ya[ in 19()!t, He conducted his Ph.D. ruseardt on the toPlc'The

Ethlc.l Significence of the Connecdon betwoen mind and body'. He dled from an accidental gas

porsonlng on 22 Fcbruary llrtU.
eEwe,d," A Gcnqol tntroduclbn to thc Eifr,k, p,215.
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The major purpose for the Revlsed standard verslon rms the modemizatlon of English

language to make lt easy for everyone. Resultantly "salth' was replaced with 'sayc

and'sendeth' was changed wlth'sends".s

ln rendering the name of'tahwah" the RSV changed the practice of using word

'Jehoraah, as AsV ha4 and mentioned word 'Lord' as it uas the practice of Klv.

Moreover RSV changed the practlce of translatlng Greek words bY the same English

words, Instead it adopted the practice of using variety of rynonyms'

Varlety of renderlng was adopted because same word canies different meanlngs ln

different contexts. Sometimes, it becomes necessary to change the word on different

context ln orderto give exact meanlng.

For example the Greek word "psychlkof has been translated in difhrcnt words in

order to give proper meaning. On one place, it has been translated as'unspiritual", on

another place as "physical" and on another place as "worldty'.31 The ranisers of RliV

dld not fullow any particular manuscript family ln NT; lnstead they randomly evaluated

each varlant manuscrlpt on its own merlts.

RSV has not only become the most commonly used nersion In America ln postmodern

timet rather it has also become vtry famous in England. Number of Gommentaries

appeared in postmodem time arc based on RSV. Robert H. Mounces comments on

RSV as 'the best translatlon in the Engllsh language for general use" s

Till mid of 20h century Rerrised Standard Verslon was the most widely used version of

ilT. Many other English rrcrsions wer€ also competlng tlll mld-20il Gentury. The 1970

lFredcdck Fyyle Brue, Hustory olthc Uble in Eqlish, p 177.
rEwcrl, 

A Garrru I lntrdtrtiol b ttp Bhh, p, 218.
ERobert H. Mounce was born on !t0 Dccember ilr21. He Is en Amedcan ilew Testam€nt scholar' He

obtarned hlr ph,D, trom the Unlversity of Abedeen. He rs president emerltus of Whrtwortft Unlversfi ln

Spokane, Washlryton. He was a member of th! tand.tbn Elms for the Nfl LlYng Translatlon, the

llfl lnEmauonal Verslon and the Englirh Standad Verlon.

t. nrbq w. Spedlf.Souolvcry/on$ p. 30.
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wltnessed the publlcatlon of some excePtiona! Engllsh versions. one of those verslons

is New American Standard Bible (NASB)'

1. C. 2. The appearance of IIew Amerlcan Standard Blble

The New Amerlcan Standard Bible was publlshed by lockman Foundatlon3T which is

Chrlstlan corporation of California. The foundatlon published Gospel of John in 195O,

rest thrEe Gospets in 1962, whoh NT ln 1963 and the entlre Blble ln 1971. The New

American Standard Blble (NASB) is also known as New American Standard Version

(NASV).

The foundation felt that ASV of 1901 was dlsappearlng from scene which required

resculng that version from demise. consequentty a group of sixteen scholars worlcd to

produce New Amerlcan Standard Bible. The edltors kept in mind twofold purpose of

the verslon:

Flrst purpose was to adhere to origlnal language of Bible and the second was to make

readlng style fluent In current Engllsh. The Semltic phrase "and lt Game to pasf has

been modernized to the expression 'and it happened". The words whlch were not in

slhc lockman Foundation is a nonproflt Ghrlstlan minlstry dedlcated to th€ publication, translatloo and

dlstdbuUon of lrterally rccurate blblical verclons lt was establlshed by F' De{Yey Locknan in 1942 wlren

he fclt tr! nccd for a translatton of the Blble that uould br rcadable in cur€nt EnEllsh lantuatr but

wrthout sacriflclng any accuracY in the translrtion from Grcek, Hebrew and Aramalc. Thc pdmary

purpose of The lockman Foundation is to Plomote Ornsuan educational enterprises. The Lockman

Foundatlon stslctly rdhercs to the fourfold alm thrt guidcs all of lts translaton workr

1. All publlcatlons should be true to the orlSlnal 6reelc H€brw and Aramale

2. Alt translatlono shall be Srammatlcally corect

3. All publiotloits shall bc understandable'

4 Tlrery shall glve Pmphet Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) Ghdst the actual Place whlch the word of God $'€s

hlm.
22



orlglnal, but ar€ essentlal to makE the sense clear in Engllsh language are used ln

itallcsst.

F.F.BruceilGommentsonNASBas,lfRsVhadneverappeared,thisrevlslonofASV

would be more valuable than it ls. Ttrere are ferv things done well by NASB which are

not done better by Rsl/'{(t. tn contemponrY world, it is widely used by Evangelical

Chrlstians in America.

ln 1979, Thomas Nelson and sons (the publlshers of Asv of 1901) was bought by an

Amerlcan corporation whose pollcles differed from British flrm published ERv'

consequently the American Gorporatlon publlshed the new verslon of KN wlth the

name of New KingJamesVerslond (lttx.lv).

ln the lntroductlon of thls new Yerslon, group of revlsers conslsting of 119 scholars

from different denominations declared that NKIV seeks to produce the radsed English

editlon whlch wlll rcveal the splrltual trcasurcs found in KIV' There ls no indicatlon

about these treasures at all ln the revised verslon'

The pubtisher claimed that NKlv is the flrst maJor reviion of KJV slnce 1857, howarcr

thls clalm was not factual because ERV of 1881 and ASV of 1901 were all efforts to

ranlse KlV.

1. C. 3. Varlety in Engllsh Versions

We have seen that wlth the passage of tlme and as we arrived the 20rh century

Amerlcan Schotars produced more and more Yerslons of Bible in Engltsh language' Wlth

t. xubo, w. specht, So Many verslons, p. 179'

";;#i Flr[. inicc (rgo-rggot wtro L mostly clted as F. F' Bruce was a modem Biblc sdrolar who is

consldered to be onc of the most lnfluenthl apologedc scholan of his tlme. He wrote marry book on

reliabllity of ilew Tcst ment but hb flrst book named 'lrlw Tertament lloqlmeflts: Arc They Rellable?l

ls consldercd among dlc foundation stoncs of toda/s Erangellcalism. Abcdeen Unhrerslty gave him an

honorrry Doctor"l dcgrce oI Divinlty In 1957. He reured from teechlng ln 1978'

*Frcderidr 
hMc Brue-Hfury olthe Bhtcrn Erylish p.259

tJ, 
P, Lenls, thc Erlf,lbh W, Fmm KlV to NlV, pp. 32$331.
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euery passing day, they trled to make 'tt more simple and understendable so that

e\reryone can read it wlthout any Gommentary' lt became the missionary work to make

NTreaderorlentedandtoprovideeverYoneBlbleinhlsmothertongue.Theexcessof

Engllshversionsmakespeopleconfusewhichverslonlstobeusedslnceallversions

dlffer each other. The plethora of versions crEates dlscrepancles because Erullsh

language (like other languates) is Gonstantly changing and wery translator tries to

make his version mor€ conveniently readable to hls community. Thls ultimately creates

yarlances. Likeudse there are dlffer€nt ways of translation, and every translator adopts

his own waY.

Both of Modern and Post Modem Scholars trled to make thelr work on the ilew

Testament 'hearer friendlyr ln order to attract their communitY' Therefore many

scholars named 20h century approach as reader oriented'z'

Pail lV

Part three of thls chapter deals wlth GontemPorary American scholars. ln todal/s world,

Biblical Polemics and Apologetics are hot topics worldwide and especially in America'

Biblical Potemics and Apologetics ask at what location and in which Gontext a particular

text was created. why, for whom and by whom lt was produced? what message it was

intended to convey and what sources were used in its compositlon?

The chicago statement on Biblical lnerrancy which rvas artlculated by more than 200

evangellcat cotemporary scholars at a conference held in chicago in october 1978 is

base for all apologetic scholars. ln this conference, an official statement on biblical

inerrancy was slgred by all partlcipants and in the same yEar it was publicized through

publlcation of the whole statement ln the Journal of the Evangellcal Theologica!

Society. The core purposc of thls conference and statement as well was to shield the

ttE&,iguIEElElECACb.com Accesscd June 27, 2017.
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,berar ideas agarnst the Inerrancy of Bibre produced by Reformation and

Enllghtenmerrtmov€ments.Thesignersofthestatementbelongedtomassivevariety

of Christlan Evangelical denominatlons'€

lnontemporarytlmeschristianity(NewTestament)isprotectedthroughthewo*of

flgures such as Richard G. swinburne, Daniel Baird wallace, Darrell L. Boclt, craig Alan

Evans, Michael R. Licona, James Robert White and many others' Major Authors

crlticlzing the rellability of the New Testament lnclude Dr. Bruce M Metzger, BaIt D'

Ehrman and others. what are thelr approaches and their influences on thelr followers

and contemporary rrvorld, to know this we need to know llttle bit about them.

1. D. 1. Bruce Mannl4 Metzger

Bruce Manning Metzger was an American textual crltic and bibllcal scholar who was

Professor at Prlnceton Theologlcal Semlnary. He rrrorked In the American board of Bible

Society and unlted Bible Soclety as Bible editor. He was an expert of Greek manuscripts

of New Testament and wrote frequently on the lssue of t{ew Testament textual

crlticism. Metzger is one of the most dominant scholan of the 2oth GentuIY ln Nmt

Testament scholarshlP.

Metzger got hls BA ln 1935 from Lebanon valley college. He recelved his Bachelor of

Theology in 1938 from Prlnceton Theologlcal Seminary and ln the same year begun

teaching at same institution. He completed his MA from Princeton Universiu in 1940'

After two years, he recelved his PhD from same Unlversity'{

He became full professor in 1954. ln 197L he was selected president of the Soclety of

Biblical Litentr.rre. He taught at Princeton Theological seminary for about forty five

years and at the age of seventy, he retlred as Professor Emerltus. He received honorary

doctorate degrees from various famous universlties including Unlversity of St Andrews,

6httos:/llbrarv.dts.cdu Acccsscd July 02, 2017.

tunnv.soclew of biblical lffi AccesedJuly 15,2017'
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Lebanon Valley College and Potchefttroom Unlverslty#. Metzger's extraordlnary

knowledge of modern and anclent lanSuaSes, his stable Gonclusions and hls metifllous

danotlon to the cdtical studles of New Testament eamed him admlration acros the

academlc, theologlcal and intellectual spectrum. Danlel B. Wallaceao an anangellcal

scholar pralsed Metzger as: "A flne, 3odly, conservative scholar, although hls view of

biblical authorlty is not qulte the same as many other evangellcats"''7

MetzEEr produced varlous commentaries on numerous Bible translatlons and wrote

large number of book and rcsearch artlcles. One of his major scholarly positions is that

he serrrcd as the editor of Standard Greek New Testament which was produced by

United Blble Society and consldered to be the very beginnlng point for almost all

curent translatlons of the New Testament.

Among all hls scholarly work on the New Testament, three books are of dominant

Importance ln Bibllcal sildhs whlch are "The C:non of the New Testament: Its Orlgln,

Development, and Signiflcance", *The Text of the New Testament: lB Transmisslon,

Corruptlon, and Restoratlon' and 'The Early Versions of the New Testament: Their

Orlgln, Transmisslon, and Llmltatlons'. Al! three are ln wide circulation among

contemporary Biblhal scholarc.4

The criteria identified by Metzger to consider any specific wrltlng or book as sacred was

generally adopted ln antlquity during the tlme of Gompilation of New Testament and

was never changed up tltl now is defined as orthodory whlch was dEfined as

conformity to the rule of hith, apostolicltY and consent of the churches.

Metzger died in the age of 93 at Princeton, New Jersey in 2007.

1. D.2. Danlel Baird Wallace

o@E!:lEggfSlgr&fillllgf Accessed August 02, 2017 '
sHe 

ls president of the EEngelical Thcologic.l Soclety and an Anrerlcan professor of New Testament

Studirs at Dallas Theolqical Semlnary

'*r*.ro.i.v ,t UUtl.tl Accesed July 06, 2017.
o"r.r* nati-al rcrn"l .f c Acessed August 07, 2017.

26



Danrer Barrd wailace was born rn carifornra, united states on s June 1952. He is

presldentoftheEvangellcalTheologicalsocletyandprofessorofNmtTestament

StudlesatDallasTheologicalseminary.Heisveryactivelyinvolrrcdlndigitlzlruall

knownGreekmanuscriptsofNewTestamentforwhlchhehaslnstitutedtheCenterfor

the Study of New Testament Manuscrlpts' The prlmary pumose of this center is to

digltlze all known Greek Manusclipts uslng digital photographs to pl€serYE scripture'€

He is one of the maior figures of today's christian apologetic r,rorld' He work

e)censhely in textual criticism. He actlt ely contributes to the Bart D. Ehrman ProJect (lt

is a webslte which crltlcally analyses the works of Bart D' Ehrman)$'

Wallace dld hls B.A. in 1975 from Blola University and his MS (Th'M' degree) in 1979'

He got PhD ln New Testament studles ln 1995 fiom Dallas semlnary. He dld his

postdoctoral study at various well known institutions lncluding Olrist's Collegg

westminster college cambridge, Gtasgoul University as well as numellus monasteries

and librarles ln America, Europe, Australla, and Afrlca'sr

Dr. waltace regularly contributes on yarious scholarly platforms and ls a member of

Evangellcal Theological Soclety, Society of Bibllcal Literature and some other scholarly

societiesi2

Due to his devotlon to Greek New Testament and its preservatlon, he received number

of academlc awards including the Scholachip Award at Dallas Seminary for the best

work in the Doctor of Philosophy program, an award for the best article in Christianity

Today's fourth volume in 1990 and many other annrds'

Wallace has published extensively on New Testament theolqy and produced more

journals than any other faculty member in the history of Dallas Seminary lncluding

orwrw.csnun.onlAbout/Boar Accessed OctobeJ 1:O'2Ol7.

'tg4Cch43trjElCgtgtr Accessed October 10, 2017.
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NovumTestamentum([elden,Holland},chrlstlanityTodanJournaloftheErrangellcal

Theological sociew (Dallas) and lntemational Encyclopedia of soclal sclencess3'

WallacewrotethreeFestschrlftenlnthehonorof(amllectlonofwrltlnsspublIshedin

honor of a scholar) Homer Austln lGnf{, Harold walter Hoehnefs and Bruce Metzger'

Hewaslnvitedforinterviewsbymanyfamousmagazlnes,newspapersandperiodicals

lncluding Christianity Todat'5, National Post (Gnadaf? and many others' Hls has

appeared on varlous televlslon films lncluding The Day sta/s celebratlon, the movle

Jesus(Peacebeuponhlm)ofTestimonntheJesus(Peacebeuponhim)Fllm,theCNN

channels at American Airlines hubs as well as number of radlo shows and rrvebsite#'

wallace provided consultatlon for many of the New Testament translatlons including

ES\t (Engllsh Standard Verclon), TNIV (Ioday's New lnternational Version), Neul King

James Bible and New English Translation'

wallace Is a regular speaker on various levels at churthes, apologetic conferences and

universltles. He debated many polemlc scholars of 21s oentury lncluding Bart D'

Ehrman and debated with hlm thrlce on the reliability of the Neur Testament

manuscrlpts and textual criticism.se

1. D. 3. Darrell L. Bock

lUaC.CelEIb4l!3ce.com Accessed Odober Lt., 2Ol,7'
*i6iiililffiTill*.r uom rn tll25. He taught New Testsment and Greek from 1962 to 1975 ln Gracp

Theological semlnary and latrr on became Presldent of the seminary. He lr not only Nn educator' but

also authored many boob and Bible Gomment i€s'
sHarold Walter Hoehner (1935-2fl19! was an Arnerican tribllcal scholar and profesor of l{ar Testamlnt

studies at Dallas Theolo$cal Seminary. He drd hls B.A. from BarlnSton college and hls PhD from

Gmbridge unlwrslty. HIs doctoral theis was publlshed by cambridSe unNeBlty Prcss' Hoehncr wmte

for varlous sdrolarlY loumals
sorristenlty Today ls an wangellcal Christian perlodlcal magazine that was founded rn O56 and is

based in carol Sr€am, Illinois. lwww dlnstEntvtodaY coml
57Tte adonal Po$ ls a canadlan Enllish langua8c nflsPtper' (IEE#!E!!9!!3IE!@)
t@ Ar.ssed Octob€r L2, 2O17.
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DarrellLBockwasbornonlllDecemberlg53.HelsprofessorofNewTestament

studies at Dallas Theorogical Seminary. He mentored many prominent evangellcal

scholars includlng F. Davld Farnell and Daniel B. wallacee. Bock received his PhD from

UniversltY of Aberdeen Scotland.

Darell Bock remained presldent of the Evangelical Theologlcal society for many years'

He has written many research artlcles for various research iournals including the Los

Angeles Tlmes and Dallas Momlng News. He serves as edltor for many magazlnes

particularly Christianlty Today.

The most famous among hls research works on Nelr Testament ls "BleakinS the Da

Vinci Code" which was written in response to the novel The Da Vinci Code'wrltten by

Dan Brown. lt is one of the best-selling ruorks among contemporary American

scholarship. ln this novel, Bock has explored some theological lmpllcations presented

by Dan Brown ln hls book. He wrltes extensively for many websites and soclal links

which include "beliefnet.com'61 and 'ChrlstlanltyToday.com"fl. Bock belleves on

legltlmate supremacy of christian orthodoxy of antlqul$ orer non canonical gospels

and proved thls point in hls work'Ihe Mlsslng Gospels''

He appeared on many TV shows including w show Nlghtline in which he discussed the

film "The Da Vinci Code' before its release and deliberated the theological impllcations

of the film and talked about hls book written in response to that'B

Bock has debated many potemlc blblical scholars including Bart D' Ehrman' He is one of

the prominent flgures of today's apologetic ChrlsUanlty'

1.€.4. Cralg Alan Evans

ofu 
AaEEtlUeleSe,SglEl|q Accessed Octobet a3, zofl .

\I[t4dEhet-com Acce$ed Octobcr 13, 20U.

Alu{d4$eg$gisyc@ Acce$ed october 73, 2oL7
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CraigAlanEvanslsoneofthepromlnentscholarsofAmericanapologeticChrlstlanity.

He has wrltten extensiuely on New Testament' He is regular contrlbutor to differcnt

research inurnals and written over 500 artlcles'

HedidBache|orlnhistoryandphllosophyfromCtaremontMcKennaCollegeand

Master in Divlnity from western Baptist seminary in Portland. l-ater on, he rcceived his

Ph,D. in Theological and Textual Studies fiom Claremont Graduate University located at

southern Callfornla.

He is considered to be an expert on early christianity and development of christian

scrlpture. Presently he is profesor at Houston Baptlst Unlvelslty and teaches Chrlstian

origins. Eefore ioining the Houston Baptist universlty, he directed the graduate

program at Acadla Dlvinity c-ollege and remained Distinguished Profiessor of Biblical

studies.s He sewes as vlslting faculty at many other well'knovvn universlties and

lnstltutlons lncludlng McMaster University and Trlntff Westetn Unlversity and dellvers

lectures on religious studles as well as blblical studies. He also worked as an editor of

the Bulletin for New Testament theological Research for about 11 years. His analysls on

the origlns of christlanlty has wide tmpact on contemporary scholarship and therefore

many conferences have been conducted on the topics of archeology of the Bible and

discovery of Dead Sea Scrolls. He debated with Dr. Bart D Ehrman on the reliability of

New Testament and portrayal of Jesus (peace be upon him) in New Testament.o

1. D. 5. James Robert Whlte

James Robert White was born on l7n December 1962 at Mlnnesota, United States' He

rs actively lnvolrrcd in defense of inerrancy of the Bible and for that purpose he

founded Alpha and omega Ministrles. The core iob of thls organization is to promote

evangellcal apologetics ln order to counter the arguments ralsed by polemic scholars'

He has wrltten around 20 book on this issue and debated with many polemic scholars

"uaaaL$gh4lsErcsael8 Accessed octobet L4, 2ofi .

"ggg3 e!E45 lgg Accessed oaobet t4' 2017.
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lncludingBartD.Ehrmanonthetoplc"doestheBlblemlsquoteJesus(peacebeupon

hlm)".

He completed hls Bachelors from Grand Canyon @llege and Masters ln dMnlty from

FullerTheologicalseminary.Hepro/dedconsultancytomanyevangelicallnstitutions,

most notably the lockman Foundation to produce NASB (Nafl American Standard

Bible).

white has particlpated in more than 150 public debates coverlng different topics on

various religions. His debate opponents have lncluded scholars such as Baft D' Ehrman.

John 1lominlc Crossans, Marcus Joel 8org67 as well as lslamic scholar Shabir Altye and

many others.6

1. D.6. Mlchael R. Llcona

Michael R, Licona was bom on 17 July 1951 at Baltlmore, Maryland. He is Amerkan

apologetic scholar and historlan. He work as Assoclate Professor at Houston Baptlst

Unlvesity.LlconaspeciallzeslntheliteraryanalysisoftheGospelsandthe

Resurrcctlon of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm)'

*John Dominic Crossan was born on 17 February 1934. He l5 an ldsh-Amencan I{!w Testament xholar

and sewed for r long Umc as Cathollc prlest' Hc has foorsed ln hls researclr on th! c ist€ncE of hlstorlc'l

Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) and the ImplementatEn of positnrodern linsulstlc and tExtual approaches on

the Blble.
.,Marcus Joel Bon (442-2015) was an Amerlcan l{ew festament theologlan and sdrolar' He was one of

the moct influenual votces ln progressrve Christiantty' He was a major flgurc in hlstodcal Jesus (Pelce be

upon himt scholarship. HG r€trcd as Profelsor of Relition at oregon stet€ unlYcrsity in 2007'

thablr a[y is a Canadlan Musllm prercher who serves as the head of tslamic lnformation & Dawah

centre In Gnada where he leads the prayers and Slves sermons as lmam' He was bom ln Guyana whtch

ls locatcd on tlre corst of South America and shifted alo4 wlth his famlly to Canada in 1978' He holds

Bachelors degree In ReliEious Studles from laurentlan UnhrerCty Ontado wlth maJor in rcllSlous studles

and mrnor ln Blbllcal llteraturE. He completed hls Mastcrs and Ph.D. fmm Unh'eEity of Tolonto witft

specialiratron in qurinic E egesis. He travels throughout thc world to ,eplesent lslam in lntcrfaith

dlalogues and publlc lectures. Hc elaborates lslam on weekly telwtsion prognm named 'Let the Quran

Speak".

'uucagingtg/as!!9E/f!9cl Accessed Octobcr 15, 2Ol7'
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LlconalsoneofthemostpromlnentapologetlcscholarsofAmerlca.Alongwtthhls

expertise|nBibllcalstudles,heismuslcianandskilledmartialartistaswell.Heacquired

undergraduatedegreeinmusicandgotmartialartskillsfromRobertFujimunwhowas

the Dlrector of the United States Taekwondo Unlonil'

LiconacompletedhlsMasterdegreeinReligiousStudlesfromLiberUuniversiw.He

received Ph.D. from Unlverslty of Pretoria with distinction. HIs book "The Resurrection

of Jesus: A Nerv Hlstoriographlcal Approach" has been recommended by many famous

Biblical scholars and hrstoriansTr. He is very frequent speaker on the sublect and

addressed in mrious univenlties throughout the North Amerlca' He has also appearcd

on several TV channels and ndio shows'

Majorlyhisresearchfocusesonthereconciliationofdlscrepanciesfoundlnthe

Gospels. He analyzed the reason behlnd differences that Gospels belong to the

biographles offlrst century and therefore these are to be lnterpteted keeping in mlnd

the first century context. He trled to identify the biographical dadces used by Gospel

wrlters because the blographical rules were dlfferent in antiquity as compare to

modern ume. ln this way, he trled to reconclle the differences found in Gospels or

Gospel nerslons.T'

Licona conducted his doctoral researci on the particular issue of Jesus's (Peace be

upon him) resurr€ction. He has applied the histolical approach to examlne thls issue'

He concludes that almost all of the scholars who are conducting their researches on

the resurrectlon of Jesus (Peace be upon him) are either philosophers or biblical

scholars, but none of them is aware of phllosophy of history and that E the point ln

which they lackR

'lllpJEaclucnCsdgE4Ig AEcessed october 20, 2017.
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Part V

Dr. Bart Denton Ehrman

TheflnalpartofchapteroneconslstsofBartD'Ehrman'slift'hlsworksandflnallyhis

debates and video lectures.

Bart D. Ehrman was bom on 5th October 1955. Presently he ls a Dlstlnguished Professor

of Religlous studies at unlversity of North carolina. He stafted his teaching career at

RutgersUni\,ersltywhereheioineddepartmentofreligioninlgS4asinstructorand

nextyea]promotedtoassistantprofessortilllgsS,meanwhllehejolnedPrinceton

Theologlcal semlnary ln 1985 as lnstructor of New Testament Greek and E(eSesls' Later

oninlg88heJoinedtheDepartmentofReliglousStudiesatUNC(UniversltyofNorth

carolina), where he has served as both the chair ofthe Department and the Director of

Graduate Studies. As Adlunct Appointments, he served at Duke Unlversiry in

DepartmentofReligionasvlsitingasslstantprofessorlnlgglandasAdjunctProftssor

in 20il).76

His areas of interest include the history of Early Christlanity and development of the

NewTestament.HelsamongthemostdistinguishedsdrolarsofNewTestam€ntln

America. He has written or edited thirty books, dozens of book reviews and numerous

scholarly artlcles. ln addition to umrks of scholarship, Professor Bart D. Ehrman has also

written several textbooks for college students and trade books for Eeneral spectators'

His book have been translated into twenty sa'en languages'z

Hls five book have been awarded with New York Times Bestseller award which are:

Misquoting tesus (Peace be upon him); God's Problem; Jesus (Peace be upon him)

lnterrupted;ForgedandHowJesus(Peacebeuponhim)BecameGod'BartD.Ehrman's

^htto..//"* brrtO"ttrmr. Accessed_November lL 2017.
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work focuses on the hlstorlcal Jesus (Peace be upon hlm)' critical analysis of text of the

New Testament and the darelopment of early Chrlstlanity'r'

1. E. 1. Early llfe and Educatlon

professor Bart D. Ehrman was grew up in Lawrence, Kansas (state of usA) and earned

hisprimaryeducationfromlawrenceHlghSchool'sincehischildhoodhewasvery

much lnterested ln public speaking and was a good speaker so he tolned the debate

team which was on the toP in 1973'

Moody Bibte lnsfltute was the flrst institute where he started studylng the Bible and lts

original languages, from the same lnstitute he received his three years diploma In

1g76. He did his graduation from wheaton college (llllnols) in 1978, where he received

magna cum laude (Latin Honor/Distlnctlon) in hls bachelor's degree. Professor Bart D'

Ehrman completed hls Masters ln divinlty and Ph.D. degrees at Prlnceton Theologlcal

seminary and again in 1985 his doctoral dissertatlon was awarded with the dlstinctive

Latin award magna cum laude (Latin Honor/Distinction)D. While doing his M'Div' and

Ph.D. in Princeton Theologlcal Semlnary he was lnsplred by Bruce M Metzger'

Bart D. Ehrman describes ln hls book 'Mlsquoting Jesus (Peace be upon himl' that he

was purely fundamentalist chrlstlan as a teenager and had envlronment in whlch there

was strong believe that Blble is the lnerrant inspired word of God but Bible readlng was

less emphasized.

when he was in fifth grade, he joined the church where church liturgy, practical and

social issues were more focused then Bible readlng so until his high school years, he

saw Bible as an-irnportant'book full of mysterious things but not something to be

understood. Later on when he jolned high school and started ioinlng meeting of youth

for christ club which was led by Bruce M MetzSer, things changed drastically and he

"frttot,//*rr* U"rtA+t-"n .o. Accersed November 1O 2017'
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journals.PresentlyheservesascoeditorlnchleffortheinternatlonalJournalofearly

Christlan studies and area editor for the Encyclopedia of Ancient History'1z

"frttosr//*rr* UrrtU"frrrn.n.."rft Amessed-Norember 10, 2017.

.@ Accessed November 16, 2017.
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1. E.3. AcademicAwards

ProfessorBartD'Ehrmanisthewlnnerofserrcraluniversityawardsandfellowships

includlng the Unlversity of North Carolina Foundation Junior Faculty Development

Award for the production of "The orthodox corruption of Scripture". in 1990, the

society of Biblical Llterature Researth award for writing 'The Text of the Fourth Gospel

in the wrltlngs of orlgen' in 1991, the unlverlty of North carolina Undergraduate

student Teachlng Award ln 1993, the Brandes semlnar course Development Award at

unlversity of t{orth famlina ln 1994 the Arts and sclences Foundation Research

Development award at Unfuerslty of North carollna in 199513 and many others.

1. E. 4. Bart D. Ehrman's works

Major focus of Bart D. Ehrman in all his works is on development of early christianity

and New Testament canon. He has written extensively on both academic and general

level. He wrote 30 book which include setrcral college textbooks' His five New York

Tlmes bestselle6 are: MlsquotlnS Jesus, Jesus lnterrupted, God's Problem, Forged and

How Jesus Eecame God.

Hls work has been featured in many researth magazlnes and articles lncludlng the

washington PosL The Time, The New Yorker and other print media. He has appeared

on mrious w Shows including The cNN, Ttre Discovery channel, National Geographig

The BBC and other top media outlets'



Bart D. Ehrman has crltlcally studled the Grcek text and Doctrines of the New

Testament. He has produced a large numbers of books and research artlcles.

Hls vuork may be dlvlded lnto three categorles:

1. Book.

?.. Video lectures.

3. Debates with other scholars.

Some of his important writings are followlng:

1. How Jesus becamc God: The cxaltatlon of a lwlsh premher from galllee, San

Francbco: Harpcr Onc, 2014

This book took eight yearc for completion. Bart D. Ehrman examines transformation of

Jesus (Peace be upon him) from a human prophet to the Son of God who was exalted

to dlvlne status at hls resurrectlon. He has descrlbed the historlcal erolution of the

bellef of Jesus's (Peace be upon himl dlvlnlty.

Bart D. Ehrman answers the following questions in this book:

o How did Jesus (Peace be upon himl moved from being a Human prophet to belng

God?

r How did this transformatlon of Jesus lPeace be upon him) occur?

Before thls book Bart D. Ehrman wrote one more book named "Dld Jesus (Peace be

upon him) Exisf in which he defended the historicat existence of Jesus (Peace be upon

him) to counter the Mythicist theory that Jesus (Peace be upon himl is totally fictitious

being. So Bart D. Ehrman took sequence that firstly he prorred the existence of Jesus

(Peace be upon him) Chrlst and then he proved that Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) is

human being and not dMne being.

2. Forged NewYork HarperColllns booksr 20ll
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Some crlttcal scholars often say that 'wrltlng ln the name of anothef was wldely

accepted in antlquity but Bart D. Ehrman calls it 'llterary forgen/ in his book Forged.

Accordlng to hlm this practice was as lmmoral ln antiquity as it is today. ln Forged, Bart

D. Ehrman elaborates that ln anclent world forgeries were used as nveapons by

unknown wdters to establish thelr bellef and fend off attacks to thelr falth.

Bart D. Ehrman elamines anclent sources in his book to expose the dlshonesty in the

history of eady development of Chrlstlan scrlpture and to explain how widely forgery

was practlced bY earlY Oristlans.

Bart D, Ehrman provldes evldences ln thls book to Prot e that the anclent world laryely

condemned forgeries as much as the modern world does. He differentiates between

the use of a pen name which ts usually done to hide the write/s ldentity and a forgery

that claims to be the work of someone else. Bart D. Ehrman concludes that "early

Chrlstlan's were commltted to establlsh rYhat they thought as rlght by tellllg !les."

3. God's ptoblem: Hw the Bible Falls to Answer Our Mo6t lmport nt

Questlon- Why We Sufier, New Yo*: HrrperGolllns books, 21t08

Bart D. Ehrman descrlbes that people usually quote the Bible to Sive answers to their

questlons but amazlngly the Blble does not have one answer rather many answers that

often oppose each sther. For example we have different explanations of 'suffering"

from various biblical writers; The prophets explains: "suffering is a punishment for sin"

while The book of Job offers two different answers: the first one ls that suffering is a

test and you will be rewarded later for passing 'O the second describes suffering as

beyond comprehension.

The Old Testament and The New Testament both say: God will ultimately make rlght all

that is wrong In the world. The question about the presence of evll in the world led the

former preacher of the Princeton Baptist Church to reject Christianity'
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ln Gods Problem, Bart D. Ehrman dtscusses hls personal anguish upon dlscolerlng the

Bible's contradictory explanatlons about'suffering" and lnvltes all people to confont

thelr deepest questions about how God engages the world.

4. tesus lnterrupEd: RaneallnS thc Hldden contradlctons ln the Blble, tlcw

York HarperGollins bools, 21109

ln this book the author explains the progress to comprehend the Bible by the scholars

of last two centurles and their conduslons whlch are often strange and shocklng for

general people. To accompllsh thls, he has mentloned ln thls book the variety of

different opinions whlctr exlst in the New Testament, the presence of interpolated

writlngs ln the New Testamelrt and his conviction that Christian dogmas such as the

dMnlty of Jesus (Peace be upon him) and the Trlnlty were later inventions.

ln thls book, Bart D. Ehrman reveals following polnts:

. The writers of the New Testament have contrary vlews about who lesus (Peace be

upon him) Christ was.

o The New Testament contalns book that were changed in the names of the

apostles by Christian writers who lived later decades.

r Established Christian betiefs such as the dMnity of Jesus (Peace be upon him) and

the trinlty were invented by later theologlans and were not present ln original

manuscrlpts.

so the main theme of thls book ls inventions of doctrines by later theologlans.

5. Mlsquoting Jesus: The Story behlnd Who Changed the Blble and Why, t{ar

York HarperGolllns books, 2005
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He has focused in this book the development and orlgln of manuscript errorc ln the

I{ew Testament. He starts with copylsts of early chrlstian wntings, then he describes

edltlons, manuscrlpts and dlfferences of New Testament, then he moyes to methods

and discoveries of text, then he discloses theologically motivated altentions of the te1
and flnally he conctudes wlth scrlbes, authorc and readers who changed the scrlpture.

ln shoft ln this book he outlines the gradual additlon of mistakes due to accidental or

lntentlonal adjustments of copylsts and attempts to rcconstruct the odglnal text.
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5. Foryery and Countcr Forycry New vork olrford untversfi prcss, ZO13

This book is an advanced verslon to look at the practic€ of forgery in the development

of NsTestament. ln this book he pret€nded deceptlons and forgerles ln the names of
the authorc of new testament so he stafts with forgeries ln the name of peter and paul,

then he descrlbes alternatives to deceptlons, then he moves to forgeries ln conflicts

with Jevtrs and Pagans and wlth false teachers and finally he reveats false attributions,

fabrlcatlons and falslfl cations.

7. studles ln the Textual crltlclrm of the New Testament. ilGw Testament Toots

.nd Studhs, lclden: E. r. Bdll, 2005.

This book is collection of several essays written on difhrent themes related to textual

crltlclsm. As a collectlon, lt starts by explorlng methodologlcal derrclopments in the

Analysis and class!flcation of New Testament Documentation. Afterwards it elabontes

the interconnections between the transmisslon of the text on the one hand and the

soclal and theological derrclopment of early chrlstlanlty on the other hand. Flnally it

concludes with the role of New Testament manuscripts in early chrlstian studtes.

8. Co.authored wlth Brucc MeEtcr, The Text of the Ncw Test.ment lts Oddn,

Corruptlon, and RGstotatlon,4th edluon. ilarYork Oxford Unlyenfi pness, 20O5.

This book deals wlth the difforent stages of reconstruction of New Testament text. lt

starts Yvith the anclent materlals used for the textual criticlsm of the New Testament

like parchments, papyrus and others. Then it elrplores the hlstory of New Testament

textual criticism as reflected ln prlnted editions of the Greek texts. Then it moves to

Modern Methods of Textual Criticism and flnally it concludes with the causes of errors

in the transmlsslon of the text of the New Testament.
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9. The llcw Tcrtamenu A Hlstodcal lntroduGtlon to th! E.rlY ChrlsUan Wrltlttgs,

New York Oxiord Uniuersfi Press, 1997.

Thls book describes the deuelopment of New Testament canon ln the light of early

Ghristian traditlons. So it starts with Greco Roman tndition. Then it elaborates

different portrayals of Jesu

s (Peace be upon hlm) from four canonlcal Gospels ln comparlson to the other non'

canonical Gospels of anclent times. Aftelards it analyses the Gospel according to Paul

and finally it concludes with the rcllability of New Testament canon'

Many other books have been writtcn by Professor Bart D. Ehrman, some important are

as follows:

r A Brief lntroduction to the New Testament. ttlew York Oxford University Pr€ss,

2004.

o lost Chrlstlanities: The Battles for Scripture and the Faiths We Never Knew. New

York Oxford Universlty Press, 2fl)3.

. After the ]{ew Testament: A Reader in Early Chrlstianlty. New York: O#ord

Unlversity Press, 1998.

r Peter, Paut, and Mary Magdalene: The Follorven of Jesus (Peace be upon him) in

History and legend. New York Oxford Universlty Press, 2$6.

o The Lost Gospel ofJudas lscariot: Betrayer and Betrayed Reconsidered. New York:

Odord University Press, 2fl)6'

All of above mentioned books rarolve around the development of early Christian

tradition and transmission of New Testament text. The causes of errors in transmtsion

of New Testament text and different critlcal approaches'

1. E. 5. Vldeo lectures and Medla talks
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As concem to hls media talk, Bart D. Ehrman dellverc lectures throughout the Unlted

States and has particlpated in many public debates. He has dellvered many lectures in

form of audio or video tapes which are known as "Great C.oursef. Some of these are

following:

Lost Christianities: The Struggle for Authentication in the Early Church (24 lectures),

The Teaching Company. December, 2002.

lntroductlon to the NewTestament (24 lectures), The Teachlng Company. January

2m0.

r The Hlstorlcal Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) (24 Lectures), The Teaching Company.

July,2fi)0.

r How Jesus (Peace be upon hlml Became God (24 lectures), The Teachlng Company.

August 2014.

He has dellvered many public lectures and presented many research papers ln various

unlversitles and lnstltutes all over the America. Hls recent publlc ledurc series for last

eight years is as follows:

r He conducEd about 25 publlc lectures and book readings ln 2009'2010 at local

collegeq universities, seminarles, the Smithsonian lnstltute (Washin8ton DC), the

Biblical Arthaeology Society, books storet rellgious organizations and many other

venues.

. He gat e about 50 public lectures and book readings in 2010-2011 at local colleges,

universities, semlnaries, the Smithsonian lnstitute (Washington DC), the Biblical

Archaeology Society, books store$ rellglous organizations and different other

\renues,

. He dellvered about 35 public lectures and book readings in 2013-2012 at local

colleges, universlties, seminaries, the Bibllcal Archaeology society, books stores,

religious organizatlons and many other venues.
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He presented about 25 publlc lectures and book readlngs ln 2014-2011i for the

Smlthsonlan lnstitute, the Program ln the Humanitles at UNC, the Bibllcal

Archaeology Society, books stores and various other venues'

He has conducted about 45 publlc lectures and book readings ln 2015-2016 at local

colleges, unlrrcrcltlet seminaries, the Smithsonian lnstitute (Washiryton DC), the

Biblical Archaeology Society, book stores, rellgious organizatlons and many other

Yenues.

He has delivered lectures on New Testament and early Christianity in rrarious Amerlcan

universities and colleges includlng Uninersity of Nevada, California State Northridge

university, Black Mountaln Institute, loyola Marymount Universiw, Acadia University,

Southern Methodlst University, University of Kentucky, Meredith College and many

others.

Bart D. Ehrman has appeared on different W Channels including Daily Shor wlth Jon

StewaG CNN, History Channel, Natlonal Geographlc, BBC, Dlscorrery Channe!, NBC

Dateline and many other W Channels and Programss.

His Radlo shows include Fresh Air, The Diane Rehm ShoW The Leonard Lopate Show,

The MIh Rosenbergshow, The State of Things and Talk of the Natlon.

His rrsearch articles have been included in many research journals and magazines

including Time, Newsrreek, The New York Times, The New Yorker and The washington

Post.

Bart D. Ehrman has debated with many New Testament scholars including Richard

Swinburne, Dinesh D'Souza, Daniel B. Wallace, Mike Licona, Craig A. Evans, James

White and Darrell Bock.

'@ Accqrsd Nowmber 16, 2017.
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1. E.6.

Scholars

Positton of Bart D. Ehrman among Contemporary Amerlcan

Bart D. Ehman delivers Iectures extensively throughout the country' He is winner of

numerous unlverslty awards and grants and has been praised by many contemporary

scholars. Many of his books have been awarded with New Yo* nmes Best Sellers

Award.

Some testimonlals about Bart D. Ehrman's professionalism by his mntemporaries are

as under:

Danlel B Wallace has admired Bart D. Ehrman as "one of the Amerlca's leadlng textual

critics" and Iabels him as "the most bright and lnnovative textual critlcs of this time"E

in his revlew article on Bart D. Ehrman's Misquotlng Jesut howe\rer Wallace argues in

artlcle that sometlmes Bart D. Ehrman overemphasizes his vlew poht by supposlng

that his vlew is surely correG slnce Bart D. Ehrman acknowledges that most of the

variants found in New Testament are mlnor and therefore can be remnciled, but his

popular writlng and speaking style (because of hls exaggerationl makes those minor

varlants the maJor problem for the orlglnallu and lnenancy of New Testament.

Bart D. Ehrman's book "The New Testament: A Historlcal lntroduction to the Early

chrlstlan writlngsl ls commonly used as text book at Amerlcan colleges and

universities which shows the influence of his writings on his society'

whlle speaklng to cNN, a Methodist mlnister Rev. Guy Williams commented about Bart

D. Ehrman as: nHls stance towards the oriSlnaliu of New Testament is a gift to his

opponent scholarship because lt provides the opportunity to explore Blble's claims and

seek original doctrlnes of Christianltytr.

chtto:/wflw.etslets onfi m+DFs/wallace'odf Acce$ed ilor€mber 20, 2017'

Acclss€d Novtmber 2Q 2017'
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Mlchael F. Bird observes that "for conselvatlve Chrlstlans, Bart D. Ehrman is a blt of a

bogeyman, because his constant studles and crltlcs on Bible and Chfistian Theology

attach and makes doubtful thelr long held belieft and scripture, Howerrcr for seculars

who mostly belong to the developlng group of "nonef (who belleve on no reliEion, but

desplte that they do not clalm athelsm or agnostlcism) Eart D. Ehrman ls a blessing.

when Bart D. Ehrman clalmed that his views about Bible are supported by malority

scholars and there is consensus on that vlew, some Evangellcal scholarc llke Darrell [.

Bock and Josh D. Chatraw dlsagreed Bart D. Ehrman's lllustratlon of sdtolaily Gonsent

by saying: "the ctaim of support by maJon'ty scholars ls only true by excluding scholars

who disagree wlth him and by descdbing the maJority of scholarship in his own

terms.9 The same dlsaEreement has been descrlbed by Michael R. Licona as "hls claim

about other sc}rolars suppolt is not original, as hls views a;e largely accepted and

supported by conventlonal skeptlcal scholars and not by Errangelical scholars.

5o there are different rcsponses from contemporary scholarship towards the wo* of

Bart D. Ehrman. Most of the liberals and seculars are comfortable wlth hls position,

rather they are lnfluenced by him whereas number of Emngelicals are opposing his

work and not happy wlth hls stance. But keeping in vlew his awards, his media talk

and his ilew York Times Best Selling works we Gan consider him as an influentlal

penonality of today's American world.

"httosr/rtooks."oort"..om Accessed Norember20'20l7
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CHAPTER TWO

Bart D. Ehrmanrs Approach to the Doctrlnes and TteoloSy of the New

Testament

There are different aspects of New Testament on which scholars are conductlng thelr

research. My focus ln this chapter wlll be on Doctrinal and Theologlcal Aspect of The

New Testament from Bart D. Ehrman's point of view. Bart D. Ehrman has dlscussed and

wrltten many books and artlcles on various Doctrlnal and Theologlcal aspects of l{ew

Testament. I have dMded this chapter lnto tu,o parts, Part one will be deallng with

Doctrlnes of New Testamcnt explored by Bart D. Ehrman namely the belief of Jesus

"ChrisP (Messiah) (Peace be upon hlm), inenancy of Bible, theodica and resurrection

of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm). Whereas Part tu,o conslsts of Theological Isues

examined by Eart whlch includes historlcal exlstence of Jesus (Peace be upon him),

divinity of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) and finally the Trinity. Before going ln details, it

lools relewnt to me to start this chapter by differentiatlng Doctrine and theology.

Doctrine & TheologY

Doctrine and theology look llke the synonyms, but scholars have defined both ln

mrious ways. I wlll deflne both of these one by one,

Doctrlne:

The origin of word doctrine is Latin word 'Iloctrind . !t means teachings or instructions.

It may be used in the active sense as the imparting of knowledge as well as in the

passive sense fur what ls taught.rl Oxford dictlonary defines it as 'A belief or set of

bellefs held and taught by a Churdr, political party or other group". So ]t is a broad

term uscd for set of beliefs wilich is taught by any rellgion or 8roup.

rThomr Carcon, ttr. ttew Catholtc Enclchpe{o,lMidtigan: Gale Publlsher, 2d Ed, 2flr21 p. 802'
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Theoloiil:

The word Theology ls derived from Greek word "Theologlo'whlch ls comblnatlon of

"lheo{ means .God, artd "Lqos'means 'account, word or saylngs'. Thus the term

Theology refers to the study about the nature of dlvlne belng. Oxford dlctionary

defines lt as The study of the nature of God and rellSlous belief". The word

,,theologlcal,, govems the fleld whlch studies systematlc knowledge of the dlvine

mysteries.

Theology may be dlvlded lnto h,ro flelds. The first ls known as natural theology whlch

examlnes the nature of God through what can be known about hlm from the created

yuorld by the logical reasonlng. The second one ls called sacred theology whlch

elaborates dlvlne nature through revelatlon given by God.B

Keeplng above defnltions ln vlew, it becomes evident that doctrlne is a general term

which covers all bellefs whereas theology ls specific to belief about nature of dlvine.

The first part of this chapter consists of Doctrines approached by Bart D. Ehrman and

includes:

1. Belief of Jesus (Peace be upon him) being Christ.

2. lnenancy of NewTestament.

3. Theodicy.

4. Resurrectlon ofJesus (Peace be upon him)'

Nor I will analyze all of above one by one.

lthornas 
Carson, lr!€ New catllr,lb Encyc,lqedb, p.89L.
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Sactlon I

The fl]st part of thls chapter covers the Biblical doctrines approached by Bart D.

Ehrman. Bart D. Ehrman has examined wrious Bibllcal doctrlnes including the belief on

Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) belng Christ (Messlah), lnerrancy of Bible ln which hls focus

is on antlqulty and earty development of Chrlstianity, the problem of evil as Justified by

Blble and resunectlon of Jesus (Peace be upon him!. The major doctrine explored by

Bart D, Ehrman is lnelancy of New Testament slnce New Testament has become the

central fundamental to all Christlan denomlnatlons in Amerlca now days. lt was not the

case ln antiqulty as I wlll dlscuss it later on. ln anclent tlmes, falth on Jesus (Peace be

upon hlm) and worship of God remalned fundamental object of falth. The thorough

ercmlnation of development of early Christianlty led Bart D. Ehrman to conclude that

l{ew Testament specifically and Chrlstlanity generally is very human rcliglon as it

comes down to us today. Now Iwill explaln all of the four doctrlnes one by one.

2. A. 1. Jesus (Peace be upon hlml the chrlst lMesslahl:

The concept of Jesus (Peace be upon him) being chrlst is very common ln todat's

Christianity. Every denomination belienes on Jesus (Peace be upon him) the Christ' Ihe

word Christ is not the surname of Jesus (Peace be upon him!, lnstead it is Greek word

which is equlralent to Hebrew term Messiah which Ilterally means anointed one. So

Jesus Chrlst means "Jesus (Peace be upon him) ls the messiah".

According to Bart D. Ehrman, the concept of Chrlst is inventlon of later Christians who

wrote the Gospels. How dld it emerge? lt needs some historical background.

It is usually believed among Christlans that the Old Testament repeatedly and

constantly predlcted about what Messiah would experlence and what would he do and

Bart D. Ehrmart's Approach to the Doctrlnes of the New

Testament



Jesus (Peace be upon him) fulfllled all these predictlons. For example ln old Testament,

the book of lsaiah$ and book of Psalmf, explalns ln details that hoyu Messiah will

horribly suffer and Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) sufhred all that pain. !t means that he

was the chrlst (Messlah). lt looks qulte slmple but lt Is not. lf we go throuSh the

complete books of lsalah and Psalm, we flnd not a slngle time word of Messiah is

mentioned in these boolts. So how can we relate atl suffering and pain mentioned ln

books of lsaiah and Psalm to Messiah? tnstead the pain and suffuring mentloned in

those books is about all the pious and righteous people wtro suffer in the name of God'

Bart D. Ehrman argues that initlally before the emergencie of Christianity there was no

concept of sufferinS Messlah. fhere were various expectatlons from Messiah found in

Old Testament and all werc totalfy opposlte from what happened wlth Jesus (Peace be

upon him) actuallfl. The term Messiah which literally means ranointed one' was used

for klngs who were anointed wtttr oit ceremonially as a symbol of divine love and favor

indlcatint that they have to implement dlvlne will on earth slnce they are Gods chosen

one. Various lings were sald to be anointed one ln OId Testament.s All people given

this title were in Power.

Moreouer, w€ find in Old Testament that God promlsed Prophet David (Peace be upon

him) that therc rrYould atways be a sucoessor of Prophet David (Peace be upon him)

sltting on the throne as Book of Psalms ln Old Testament says 'And your house and

your kingdom shall endure before me forever; your throne shall be establlshed

foreve/1 but history disconflrmed thls and Babylonlans invaded the nation of Judah.

Since God had promised so scribes thought that god wlll fulfill his promise by restoring

an anointed king wtro would rule orer them and he would be the Messiah.

'lsalah 53:1-10.
rPsalm 22'1{.
eBart 

D Ehrman, Jcs us tnh,r ptd: Rcv?ofrN thc Hidd.n &,fttod/tcth,ns in thc 8,ilc, (l{ew York: HaDer

Colllns Publisher, 20(D1, p. 229.
cl 

samuel 10:1, Levt'ticus 4:3-5.
x2 Samuel 7:t+16.
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So the expectatlon of Messlah was that he would be the powerful wanior klng who

would rule over them. When Jesus (Peace be upon him) came, Christlans started

bellevlng that he is the Chrlst (Mesiah) for whom Jews were waltlng although he was

not powerful klng because he did not orerthrcw the Romans and there was no

prophecy for sufftrlng Meslah ln Old Testament as ri,ell but they bellwed that he was

the Messiah. When hls crucifixion disconfirmed the fact that he was the Meslah,

Christians found another sray to conflrm lt. Some Christlans belleved that God had

raised hlm from dead which shows that he was God's chosen one because God had

given him a speclal favor and so he was the Messiah. This was the tutnlng polnt which

brought the new concept of sufhrlng Messiah whlch was absent prwiously. Christlans

merged two concepts in order to prove their bellef.s They said that Jesus (Peace be

upon hlm) was the Messlah and he suffered so Messiah had to suffer and llnked all

verses whlch explain suffering of righteous people t.e. lsaiah chapter 53 and Psalm

chapter 22 wlth the prophecies of comlng Messiah. lt has been mentloned earller that

there u72s no prophecy of suffering Messlah since Messlah is not mentioned ln these

verses but early Chrlstlans argued that these passages were actually referrlng to

suffering Messiah although Messiah Is not mentloned. ln this way they deneloped and

invented the concept ofJesus the Chrlst whlch exists even today.

lf we read Old Testament we find many other propheoes about Messlah which Jesus

(peace be upon himl had fulfilled, for example that he would be bom of a virgln, he

would be born in Bethlehem and many others. so how it happened? Bart D. Ehman

answers this questlon in very historlc way, He argues that we 8ot accounts of Jesus

(peace be upon him) life through Gospels which were written based on onlly

transmltted stories which were in cirtulation at that time. The story tellers were not

ignorant of Old Testament and they told the storles about Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) ln

light of what Old Testament predicted about Messiah. So Gospel writers wrote the

accounts of Jesus (Peace be upon him) keeping ln mind the predictions of Scrlpture told

sBart 
D Ehman,.lcsus tnfPJtruP'Ed, P.?fl3,
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by the story tetters and maklng sure that his life fulfilled the predlctlons at et ery point.

Therefore betlef of suffering Messlah isthe tnvention of early Christians$.

2.A.2. Bart D. Ehrman's approach

Bart has analyzed the belief about Jesus Christ keeplng in vlew the formatlon of New

Testament era. Hls approach is hlstorical critical approach and he traced back to origln

of this bellef. He finds that the concept of Messiah (Christ) and sufferlng both are

present in OId Testament, but there is no concept of suffering Messiah. This ls very

much true because lf we read the passages belng quoted for sufferlng Messlah, we find

that word Messiah or anolnted has not been mentioned in passages whlch give details

about suffering. The mncept of anointed one (Messiah) ls present lndependently and

concept of suffering is independent. Both have no relatlon with each other.

Since Gospel wrlters t6nsmltted the storles about Jesus Christ (suffering Mesiah)

keeplng in view the prophecles glven ln Old Testament, therefore our present llew

Testament llterature portrays Jesus (Peace be upon him) as sufferlng Messiah who

fulfllls allthe prophecies being told by Old Testament and it has become a fundamental

belief to all Christlan denominations.

2. 8.1. Inerrancy of Neur Testament

The belief on inerancy of New Testament ls central and most important for todays

Christian communities. They strongly belleve that New Testament is the word of God

and transmitted to them wlthout arry interpolation. Bart D. Ehrman had the same

understanding of New Testament before he started hlstorical study of ancient sources'

After he applied Iower criticism approach on texts of Gospels, he changed his mind as I

have mentloned in first chapter and came to belleve that New Testament ls full of

$rbt4 p.23s
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dlscrepancies whlch led to the concluslon that lt is a human book because word of God

cannot contradict each other. This was turnlng polnt for hls llfe and he adopted

agnosticism instead of belng evangellcal Chrlstian for long tlme. Now he presents

doubts on every aspect of t{ew Testament.

During a debate with Mike Ucona, Bart argues that Blblical lnerrancy was not the

fundamental belief in antlqulty; rather it emerged later on because initlally there was

no New Testament. Earliest Christlans dellberated on which books are to be lncluded In

New Testament canon on the basls of prcper betief (orthodoxyl and improper bellef

(heresy) and after long heated debates the New Testament canon came into

exlstence.'This was all human process and resulted in lot of dlscrepancies among New

Testament books.

Many apologeilc scholars still consider bibllcal inenancy as a fundamental belief to

Chrlstlaniw. They respond to dlscrepancies ln New Testament that most of these may

be reconclled whlle some may be noL but we cannot say that lf there ls one mistake or

discrepancy in New Testament, it makes the whole book unreliable. Mo1eover, Gospels

are not to be aaluated ln today's context, instead these are to be ewluated in context

of first century.

Bart D. Ehrman has used internal er/dences to explore dlscrepancles in New

Testament. He apptied both lntrinsic probabllities (conslderation of what the author

probably wrote) and tnnscriptional prcbabilities (consideratlon of how scribes

probably copied).er While applying these methods, he emphaslzed on a new way to

read New Testament which is very dlfferent form usual reading style. The usual reading

style of any book i+*nown asivertical' reading ln which we start reading from top of

the page till bottom, like vise we move to the end of the book. !f we read Gospels ln

thls way, we will find these absolutely fine. But if we read Nerr Testament

'Debate betrrcen Mike Licona and Bart Ehrman on Blblital evidencc forlesus tlsunecdon.

lwww voutube.com/Blbllcal evrdence fior Jesus rcsurrectionl
rBart 

D Ehrman, Jcsus lnhfiufred, t.22.
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"horizontalfir, for example we read one story in Gospel of Matthew and then read the

same story in Gospel Luke and compare both storles, we find many dlfferences and

discrepancles. Sometimes these difhrences arc of mlnor nature and can be reconciled,

whereas sometimes therc are malor dlfferences whlch cannot be reconciled.

The second kind of difhrence cause doubts on inenancy of Nmt Testament. For

example we find in Gospel of Matthew that Jesus (Peace be upon him) taught his

followers that they need to keep the Iaws given by Old Testament if they want to enter

the heaven so it says "Do not think that ! came to abolish the law of the Prophets; I did

not come to abolish, but to futfltl'.$ ln this verce, Jesus lPeace be upon hlm) ls

portrayed as a preacher of laws of Old Testament who urges hls followers to not to

break the law by observing it. Whereas lf we study Galatians horizontally (chapter 5,

nerse 4-7!, rve find Paul teaching that obeyinS the law of Old Testament has nothing to

do wlth entering heaven, lnstead the faith on death and resunection ofJesus (Peace be

upon hlm) matters onlY.

The question arises herc that whether Jesus (Peace be upon him) and Paul taught the

same rellgion or noL slnce Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) taught the law and Paul denied it

and emphasized on perconality of Jesus (Peace be upon him). This kind of difference

cannot be reconciled. By readlng New Testament horizontally, we find many

discrepancies. Why and h6tn these differences emerged? To know this, it is approprlate

to analyze the history behlnd lt.

2.8.2. Emergence of dlscrepancles

ln fourth century when the Roman emperor Constantine converted to Christianity, many

educated and trained people also converted to Christlanlty and eventually scrlptorlums

were established for reproductlon of the Bible.lm

tMatthcw 5:17-20.
t'Eart o. Ehrman, Misqwtlng !6us, p.73.
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(Peace be upon him) (as they beltevedl does not know about the end oftlme. To resolve

this problem, they stmply modif,ed the text by omtttlng "nor even the son'.lG

Sometlmes cogylst changed the text for more deliberately theologlcal reasons to ensure

that text say what Is supposed to mean by scrlbes or to ensuE that favorite doctrine is

duly emphasized in the text as I will dlscuss this in three maior Chrlstologles about nature

of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) and related modiflcatlons under theology title.

Accidental changes occurred because Greek manuscripts were mostly written with no

punctuatlon and without spaces between words, as a result words whlch Iooked simllar

were mostly mlstaken. For example, in Paul's letter, he tells hls readerc to 'paltlclpate ln

Chri#s passover lamb and not to eat old leaven which is leaven of wlckedness and eYil".fl

The word 'evil' is wrltten in Greek as "PONERAS" whlch looks simihr to the word

"PORNEIAS" whtch means sexual dlshonesty. Due to similarity of both words, many

survlvlng manuscrlpts present Paul explicitly warnlng aSalnst the sexua! vice lnstead of

general evil whlch !s the result of accldental change.lG

Another type of common mlstake is known as periblepsis (eye-skipl whlch occurred due to

same endings. This type of mistake occurs when ending of two llnes is same. The copyist

coples the first line of text and then picks up the same word on the next line due to his eye

skip and continues copying whlch results in leavlng the lntervenlng line.'s This klnd of

mlstake happened in Gospet of Lukelo?. The verse sayf whoever conftsses me before

humans wlll confess before the angles of God", in next verse lt says 'but whoever denles

me before humans wil! be denled before the angles of God. ln some earliest manuscripts,

copyist left the complete second verse because when he copied ln first rrerse the phrase

"before the angles of God" and his eye returned to the page, he took the same words in

*Debate betnreen James whte and Bart D Ehrmrn on Dtd the &blc mlsquotc Jesus'

lwww.youtube.com/Old the Btble mEouotr Jesuslsl 
Corrnthlans 5:8.

GBrucc M. Metzger, Bart D. Ehrman, 7r! 7rrt q ilrc NN Tlrjfrfitcntl. E Tronsmlssion, Cwrufrbn ottd

nestorEt orr, (Nil York: Odord Unluerslty Piess, 46 e4 2@5), pp. 139'154.
[l,ideo ledure on MlsquotlngJesus by Hynes lecture serles. lwww.voutube com/h/llsouotinr Jesusl
@lrke 12:8€.
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second verse and supposed that these words were iust copled and consequently left the

second verse altogether. Sometimes this kind of mlstake results in more disastrous

meanlng of the text as in Gospel of John, Jesus (Peace be upon him) says in hls prayer

about his follower to God "l do not ask that you keep them from the world, but that you

keep them from the evil one'.ts ln one of the manuscrlpts, the first sentence has been

omitted which produces the phrase "l do not ask that you keep them from the evil one'

which is completelywrong and unfortunate prayerlc.

Sometimes accidentat mistakes happened due b similar sound while copylng the text in

scrlptorium through dlctatlon. lf two words are plonounced the same, then copyist may

write wrong word ln place of the right word. For ercmple, in book of revelation the writer

prays to 'the one who released us ftom our dnf,.lD The Greek word for "released" is

'IUSANTr wirich closely sounds simalar to the word "LOUSAilTl" which means washed and

so in many medieval manuscripts we flnd the verse as 'who washed us fmm our slnf.lu

Sometlmes this kind of mlstake does not make any sense, for example in foufieenth

century minuscule manuscript, in Gospel of tuke where genealogy of lesus (Peace be upon

hlm) is described, the scrlbe copied the text from the manuscript that gave genealoEy ln

two columns. Copylst mistakenly copied across the two columns which resulted in

mingling the genealogies by making many people being called the sons of wron8

fathers.ll2 The most striking is that it says nthe father of human race is lsraelite named

Phares and God himself ls son of Aram'lll which ls completely nonsense. These all are

examples of accidental changes.

Thls practice continued throughout the middle ages tlll inventlon of printing PrEsses

through which bulk copies of Bible were produced.

-John u:15.
GBart D. Ehrman , Mtsqtnilr,g l2sr/[,, pp. 9G02.
uhcvelatton 1:5,
tttBrrt 

D. Ehrman , Misqwtttrg !sw,9.93.
uDebate between Darrel Bock and Bart D' Ehtman on Was the New Tesument forgd.
lwww.voutube,com/was the N Testament fonedl
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!n flfteenth century prlntlng presses emerged wtrich changed everythlng for reproductlon

of Blble. Various vercions of Bible emerged as books could be produced more accurately

and more rapidly as compare to scriptoriums. Resultantln as the productlon of New

Testament verslons increased, the mistakes and dlscrepancies au8mented manlfold.

2. B.l. Approach of Bart D. Ehrman

To prove inerrancy of Neur Testament Bart D. Ehrman has applied textual criticism as

well as historical critical approach on the text of New Testament by uslng internal

sldences both intrinslc probablllties (consideratlon of what the author probably

wrote) and transcriptional probabilitles (conslderatlon of how scribes probably copled).

He emphasized on unreliabillty of New Testament manuscrifis due to the reasons I

have mentloned abore. Hls influence on mdern scholarshlp ls prevalent due to hls

solld arguments. We can imaElne his lmpact on Gontemporary world by noticing that

Christian apologetlc scholars of modern tlme are also accepting the fact during debates

with Bart D. Ehrman that inerrancy of New Testament is not the fundamental belief of

Chrlstlanlty today. Mike lJcona acknowledged durlng a debate wlth Bart D. Ehrman

that there are dlscrepancies ln New Testament, but inenancry of the Bible Is not the

fundamental belief to be a Christina, instead bellef on Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) and

worshlp of God is fundamentat. Bart D. Ehrman also clarified that for a long time he

was a Christian believlng that New Testament is not in its original form due to

contradlctions between book of New Testament. lt was not the only r3ason to leave

the faith, rather exlstence of evil in the world forced hlm to leave the Christian faith

and became agnostic,

The method used byJart D. Ehrman knorn as 'horizontal readlng style" definitely

proves hls stance since one can compare any two books of the New Testament by

reading both side by side which will tead to the concluslon that there are discrepancies.

2.C.1. Sufferlng and TheodicY
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The problem of Theodlcy or erlstence of evll ls one of the hot debated Issues of

contemporary world, Many philosopherc and polemlc scholarc take lt as a problem

which cannot be justlfled. Baft D. Ehrman has extensively written and debated on this

issue as well. He mentlons in his several books that after deep analysis of the issue of

sufferlng, he started bellevlng that there ls no God who is worthy of uorchlp, pralse or

fear due to existenc€ of evil and pain in life. He could not reconcile the existence of

suffering with the presenoe of all ponerful, all lovlng and actively lnvolved God in thls

world,

The term Theodicy was coined in 17s century when the problem of evlt became the

burning issue. This term ls comblnatlon of two separate Greek words. The first one is

"Itreof meanlng God and the other one Is "Dike" meanlng Justlce. Word Theodiql

explains the problem that why there is so much pain and suffering in the world which is

created by God who lslust and has control over it'u

There are differcnt responses to problem of evil in the Bible. Bart D. Ehrman debated

wlth many scholars on this issue but he could not find any satisfactory answer which

led to shaken his belleve and ultlmately he acknwuledged "agnosticism".

He states hls believe on the God as'l do not know whether God exists or not but I

thlnk that if God exists, he certainf is not the one who is powerfully and actively

involned ln this world as proclaimed by the Chrlstlan tradition.115

This problem is based on three declarations that appear to contradlct each other if all

three are true. The declarations are:

God has all powers of thls world.

God loves all his creatures.

r 
Harold S, Kushner, When fudThtngs Haqpcnto Good Pqk, (NwYo*: Scfiocken Books, 1981t, pp.

9-r5.
toBart 

D. lhrmzn, Gods pffim: tlow the Etttle fotls to Ansv2t out lllost lmlE,rtont Q.Estlons, Vlhy W
Suftr, lNw Yo*: Harper Collins book, 2005), p. 4.
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There ls Paln and sufferlng ln thls world.116

All of above three cannot be true at once because if God has all the powers then he

must be able to do everything and since he is all lwing and does not vrant people to

suffer so why suffurlng erlsts, why there is paln ln world and wlry God does not remove

sufferlng from the world.

Most of the contemporary western scholars i.e. Richard G Swinburn and others relate

existence of suffering to the free will given to humans whlch differentiates humans

from angels. Humans have free will to do good or bad, to follow the righteous or

fnudulent path, to obey or dlsobey God. This free will to do bad thlngs ls the reason

behlnd suffuring. Bart D. Ehrman reJects thls loglc ln hls debate with Richard G

Swlnbum by arguing that it cannot wo* in the suffering caused by earthquakes,

storms, floods and other natural dlsasters ln whlch there ls no lnvolvement of human

freewlll. Rlchard answers that natural disasters provide us certain opportunities to

form our character, to be patlent on sufferlng or to be bJtter, to take good step which

leads to shape good chancter or to takc bad step which paves way to bad characteflT.

Accordlng to Bart D. Ehrman, freewlll concept ls blt problematlc, because lt is agreed

upon that frearill wlll be given to humans in heaven but there wlll be no suffering and

pain at all. Why people in heaven wlll know how to exercise freewill if they don't know

how to exerrlse it on earth. Why people on earth have not been given intelllgence to

use freewill in positive rmy as they wlll use it in heaven.lu

To avoid these problems, many scholars are of the opinion that existence of suffering ls

a mystery and it cannot be questioned,

l"Debatc bctween Bart D. Ehrman and Richard G. Sulnbum on Thc probltm of evrt'

lwww,voutube.com/the oroblem of et rll
11'From 

tslamrc pont of uew, human's frcewill can be reason behrnd natural disastels as I wlll analyrr

this in tte last daptcr.
t'Debate between Bart D. Ehrman and Rlctrard G. Sudnbum on The problem of wll.
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Dlfferent Blble authors arc concemed wlth thls problem and responded the problem of

sufferlng ln different ways.

2.C.2. Sufferlry as atonenrent

The Book of Prophets ln OId Testament says that sufferilg comes to people as

punishment of sins. People have to obey God, when thsy vlolate his laws and dlsobey

hlm by commltting slns, he punlshes them ln order to brlng them on rlght path and

lead righteous tives.lle Thls justlflcation works as long as dlsobeylng peopte are

sufhrlng but we see in the world that righteous people also sufrer many times. Why

righteous suffers, there is no answer to thls question according to this explanatlon.

Thls understanding can be seen ln the New Testament that Jesus (Peace be upon him)

suffered death (accordlng to Christian belief against the lslamic vlew point) due to

othe/s stns. Chrlstians who claim sufhrlng as atonement assume that lt was sacrlflce

for sins of others. Paul presented similar view in his first letter to Corinthians by

stating: 'l handed gtrer to you what ! had recelved as of flrst importance: that

according to Scrlfiures Chrlst dled for our slns"'lm

The concept of atonement is more explicit in Paul's letter to Romans in which he states

that because of people's sin, anger of God came upon atlrzr but Jesus (Peace be upon

him) brcught atonement by sacrificing himself for the sins of others.l22 Thls depiction

by Paut suppotts the claim of existence of suffering as atonement that sins lead to

punishment and Jesus (Peace be ,pon iir) took the punlshment upon himself

(accordlng to Paul and New Testament lnterpretatlon) so resultantly Jesus's (Peace be

upon him) death can atone for the sins of others (its contrary to lslamic doctrine which

is survival of Jesus (Peace be upon him) through crucifixion). The entire doctrine of

t'hrt 
D. Ehrman , Gds pmbhm, pp. 33-34.

r l Corinthlans 15:3.
l2tRomans tIt.
rzRomans 3:2!F25.
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atonement is based on the explanation of sufferlng as punishment of sins. This vlew

(atonement) is more evidently portrayed in Gospel of Mark as t says: 'The son of man

(Jesus Peace be upon him) did not come to be served, but to serve and to glve hls llfe

as a ransom for manyl.lz3 The word 't?nsom' indicates that Jesus's (Peace be upon

hlm) llve was glven as compensation of othe/s slns.

The idea of Jesus's (Peace be upon hlm) death for sacrifice as sins of others presented

by Gospels and Paul !n hls letters ls not factual because question arlses here that lf

death of Jesus (Peace be upon him) as clalmed by Gospels and Paul ls atonement for

others than why do people stlll suffer, if Jesus (Peace be upon him) had given his life as

compensation for othe/s sin then why there is pain and suffering why people are

belng punlshed on thelr slns if Jesus (Peace be upon hlm! death was ransom for others

sins, ln response to the objectlon, Iater Chrlstlans think that suffering against sins wil!

come in life hereafter, not in this world and slnce Jesus (Peace be upon him) had taken

punlshment on himself therefore there wlll be no punlshment and suffering in

hereafter for believers of Jesus (Peace be upon him) but lt is not at all satlsfylng answer

because lt does not cater the actual problem whlch is the existence of evil and paln in

this material world, not hereafter.

2. C.3. Redemptlve sufhring

Thls understanding of suffering dlscloses the redemptlye sufferlng which tells us that

suffering has a positive aspect to it. Sometimes the pain is to brin8 good things, a good

which comes out of the evil, Sin does not always lead to bad results rather suffering

can be redemptive (as the suffering of Jesus Peace be upon him due to othe/s sin

brings salvation).

Paul believed that sufhring brings many benefits as he mentions in his letter to

Romans that suffering builds character: "We even boast in our afflictlons, knowing that

laMark 1o:f5.
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affllction produces endurance, and endurance produCes a PIpt en character; and a

proven character produces hope'.lil

Bart D. Ehrman ls totally opposed to that ldea believlng that we cannot unlversallze the

conoept that suffeling always brings something good, because the reality shows that

most of the sufferings do not hane any good outcome, instead lead to mlserable

mnsequences. We see in our daily life that there is lot of sufferlng whlch is not at al!

redemptlve for anyone.

He fufther leiects the idea that someone elsds suffering is intended to help others

(atonement). Our own suffurlngs and hardshlps can make us better, stlonger and more

humane but othe/s sufhring cannot make us better or happier. lt is totally eSocentric

and coldhearted concept that one enjoys life because ofothe/s sufferlng. Sometimes

onds own misfortune may have some good outcome but lt cannot be result of any

othe/s paln.

Dr Richard clarlfles that suffering ls just like surgeon's sur8ery in which patient has to

face lot of paln but tt consequences towards good health.lE Llkewlse, the par€nts of a

dlabetic patient child will have to tnject lnsulin in hls body twice a day to keep hls sugar

tevel controlled, although the child cries and dislikes lt very much but parents have to

do it forcefrrlly for the benefit of chlld. God who has created the entire world has more

right on all human klnd than parents of a chlld to glvc them paln for their benefit.

2.C.4. Sufferlng as a test

Another approach which is found in the Bible ls that suffering comes as test to check

whether people would remaln faithful despite suffering or they leave the faith.

Dlfferent people have been mentloned in the Bible as exemplary characters who faced

lot of suffering even death but desplte all pain they remained faithful and obedient to

lrRomrns 5:3-5.
taDebate betneen Bart D. Ehrman and Rtdrard G. Swlnburn on The problem of sll
lwww.voutube.comftlre oroblem of w l
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God. ln Old Testament Prophet Ayoob (Job Peace be upon him) is mentioned as

example who faced lot of sufferilg but remained faithfu!. ln New Testament, Prcphet

Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) ls the exemplary character who encountered many dlfficuh

sltuatlons (retection, mocke4 put on the cross) but he remained faithful because all

thls was wlll of God. \lVhen they remalned fatthful and passed their test, they were

rewarded and end result of both stodes was good. Prcphet Jesus (Peace be upon him)

was exalted to heavens and Prophet Ayoob (Job) (Peace be upon him) was given more

than before. Likewlse, all suffering in the YYorld ls test to check whether people start

complalnlng or they remain faithful.

Dr. Bart r$ects this approach by statlng: "l assume people who hare bllnd trust in God

mlght percelne sufferlng as a way of showlng thelr devotlon to him, and this could be a

good thing because lt provides a sense that despite werYthing that happens, God has

all the powers. But lt ls not at all satisfying r€sponse to the question of why people are

forced to bear paln. Are we supposed to belleve on dlvlne being who wants to Sive paln

to hls creatures just to check thelr level of faith? lt is nery wident that Job was

innocent because he had done nothing to deserve suffering. And God did torment him

by taklng away his all possesslons lnctudlng hls children and physical health. Why they

were senselessly slaughtered? So that God could prwe a point? ls it iustified? The most

offunsive part of the book of Job Is when God restores all what the Prophet had lost.

Prophet Job (Peace be upon hlml lost seven sons and three daughters and as an

incentive for his faithfulness, God gave him an additional seven sons and three

daughters. lt shows that the pain of a child's death may be removed by the biilh of

another whlch means that children are replaceable like a faulty computer or DVD

player".rE

ftBart 
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Bart D. Ehrman ;Ejects thls approach on purely loglcal basls. The problem of evil cannot

be completely understood on merE ratlonal basis without involving the divlne guidance

as lwill analyre in final chapter.

ln cut short, dlfhrcnt the Bible authors responded problem of evil in numerous ways.

Some consider paln and suffering as punishment for sln, some beliwe that

wretchedness ls due to freeurill of human belngs who exploit otherc, some see

sufferlng as redemptive phenomena, some argue that misery comes as a trlal from God

to see if people will remaln hithful to him or not.

2. C.5. Skeptlcapproach ofBart D. Ehrman

Bart rqects all approaches on intellectual grounds and prescnts very skeptlcal uiew

about suffering. An apprcach which claims suffering as punishment of sin is rejected by

Bart D. Ehrman saying that birth defec$ and maslve starvation cannot be punishment

of sin. The approach wttlch says that suffering is due to freewlll girren to humans is

rejected by him responding that there ls no human involvement in earthquakes, floods

and other natural dtsasters. Another approach whlch belleves that sufferlng is

ultimately redemptive phenomena and brlngs benefit with at, is relected by him

ctaiming that most of the times there is not at all any bene{it in suffering, rather lt

becomes full of misery.u' Others argue that suffering is a test to check faithfulness of

people ls reJected on the basis of seyere mlserles whlch cannot be logically justlfled as I

have ment'oned earlier.

He concludes that there Is no answer to problem of sufferlng because all answers are

unsatlsfactory. The only answer is that it is a mystery and God is not to be questioned

and reasons for suffering are not to be sought. He further states thail "He is, after all,

l'Debate between Bart D. Ehrman and Rlchard G. Swlnbum on The problem of evrl.

lwr voutube com/tre oroblem of evtll
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God. why should he have to answer to anybody? who are we, mere mortals, to

questlon GODl'?lzt

Moreover, ln the Blble humans are sald to be made ln the lmage of God and they are to

be llke hlm In how they treat others? Then why they are unable to iudge the painful

acts of God through human standards. Subsequently he states: 'l resonate with the

viery that sufferlng is a mystery and cannot be understood, but I don't think that we

hare no rlght to ask about the ansnrer to the mysteryjust because we ar€ Creatlons

and God ls Almlghty creatofl.lze

The most common response by contemporary apologetlc scholars to suffering is that

God is like a heavenly father, and he allows sufhring to build our character or to teach

us how to line. ln view of Dr. Bart, thls approach makes sense only If suffering is not so

sevrre. Which kind of father is the God if he harms, torturcs, wounds and kills his

chlldren to maintain the dlsclpllne or to teach them lesson? We do not consider any

human as frther who startues his child to death because of doing something wronE so

how can we Imagine the heavenly father rvorst then that?

After dealing wtth problem of suffering, Bart D. Ehrman had gone throuSh the

experlence of'Deconverslon" whlch forced him to revert from being an intransiSent

and commltted evangelkal Christian to being an agnostic who consldered the t{ew

Testament as a book formed completely by humans and who vierred the problem of

theodicy as beyond human's ability to answer. He states in his book 'l don't know if

there is a God. I don't calt myself an athelst, because to declare affirmatively that there

is no God takes far more knowledge than I have".

uBart D. Ehrman, GodspmbEm, P. 7tr[,.
tBrrt 
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Later on he further states "! no mor€ bellene ln a God who ls actlvely Inrolved with the

problems of thls world. But I used to bellev€ in a God of that sort with all my heart and

soul before Deconnersion to agnostlclsm".m

He viewed alt blbllcal approaches to sufierlng from mere logical perspective and trled

to resolve it. In my point of vlew, mere analytical or logica! approach to resolve thls

issue cannot wodt, lnstead we have to involve dMne guldance to Justlfy it by combining

atl approaches together as !will anatyre ln flnal chapter.

2. D. 1. Resurrectlon of Jesus lPeace be upon hlmf

The resurrectlon of Jesus (Peace be upon him) that he was raised on the third day after

hls death by crucifixlon as clalmed by trlew Testament is one of the maior belieft of

Christlan world which ls also linked to the concept of atonement. Balt D. Ehrman

waluates this bellef by applylng textual as well as historical crltlcal approach. As he

consldeE himself historlan after deconverslon to agnosticism, he rejects resurrection

arguing that hlstorian's job is to 'postdict' any event on the basis of historical

evldences, wtrlle the resur€ction was not the hlstorlcal even$ lnstead it was a mlracle

whlch cannot be prwed through hlstorical evidences.

Durlng a debate wlth Mike llcona, Dr. Bart states that it is beyond the rules of

historians to prove any mlracle (resunection) because by the nature of their lob, they

cannot establlsh the occurrence of any miracle.

Mlke Llcona proves the resurrectlon thrcugh three evidences. First Is the death of Jesus

(Peace be upon hlm) through crucifixion, because without death we cannot imagine

restrrectlon. The second is his appearance to many of his disciples individually or ln

groups and the thlrd ls hls appearance to Paul.131

lstbid,pp. ,rzilt/f,.
l'lDebate betrreen Mike Llcona and Bart Ehrman on Eibllcal evidence for Jesus resunectton.
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Dr. Bart ansters that these are not three; rather lt Is only one evidence, because the

death of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) ls not the historical evidence slnce it ls obvlous that

arelyone has to dle. The second and thlrd are same because many people claimed

after death of Jesus that he appeared to them includlng Pau!. So there is only one

evldence for resurrectlon of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm! and that ls resurrectlon

accoultts in New Testament which are full of discrepancles. Before golng in details, I

need to emphasize on the point which is highlighted by Bart D. Ehrman that death of

Jesus (Peace be upon him! is not hlstorlcal evldence because it is agreed upon fact that

eyeryone has to die and thercfo;E Jesus (Peace be upon himl also dled, the dlspute of

historlans is on the crucifixlon because cruciflxlon accounts in Gospels rary each other.

! dlsagree wlth the polnt of Bart D. Ehrman because Musllm Historlans do not agree on

the death of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm), lnstead they clalm the survlval of Jesus (Peace

be upon him) through crucifxion. So it ls lmpoftant to establish first the death in order

to prore resurtectlon.

We find varlous aocounts about death of Jesus (Peace be upon him) ln Gospels but all

contradict each other. ln Gospel of Marlt, we find account of hls travel to Jerusalem for

Passorer feastB2 in which it tells us that on the day of preparation for Passover,

disclples ask hlm about the foo4 and then Jesus (Peace be upon hlmf takes the bread

and says 'this is my bodyr and then takes the cup and says "this is my blood". lt Is a

Iong story which tells us that this happened on the day of preparatlon for Passover in

whlch they used to slaughter the lambs. Thls chapter tells the story of his betraya! and

how he spent night ln Jall and in next chapter we find the time of his cruclfixion as it

states "And it was the third hour when they cruclfied Hlm".l3r lt shows that he was

cruciffed on the day of Passovet at nine o clock whereas the conversation with disciples

about the food was on the day of prepantlon for Passover which is before the

utila*14:12-25.
toMark 15:25.
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Passover day because in tradltlonal Judalsm the new day beglns at nlghtfall, with the

errcnlngs as we hane in tslam.

The same story has been found ln Gospel of John with some differences. Here John

tells us that when Jesus (Peace be upon him) urent to Jerusalem to celebrate Passover

feast, the dlsclples did not ask about the preparation of food for Passover, instead he

unshes dlsclples feets and this ls only found in Gospel of John. Then he was betnyed

and condemned to be cruclfie4 the strlklng thlng here ls that John tells the difrer€nt

time for crucifixion as it says 'l{ou, it was the day of preparation for the Passover; it

was about the slxth houfrs. The sixth hour means that it was noon of the day before

Passover, because it mentions that it was the day for preparation of Passover. What

was the actual day and time for Jesuds (Peace be upon hlm) crucffixlon? Mark states

that it was Passorer day at morning, whereas John tells that it was day of the

pr€paratlon of Passover. only one of both accounts is corrcGt, but whlch one? we

don't have any evldence. Due to this discrepancy, both accounts become unreliable

and cannot be used as addence for death of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm)'

Bart D. Ehrman has analyzed the reason behind this dlscrepancy. He states thatJohn

changed the day and time for death of Jesus (Peace be upon him) because he believed

that Jesus (Peace be upon himf was the Passover lamb whose sacrifice will bring the

salmtion as he states in hls Gospel The next day he saw Jesus coming to him, and said,

"Behold, the lamb of God who takes away the sin of the worldllT and therefore Jesus

(Peace be upon hlm) had to die on the day and time when the Passover Iamb were

belng actually slaughtered which was the day beforc Passover at afternoon.l38

sBart 
D Ehrman, lrrias tnatru@,i.E.

sJohn l3:l-20.
oJohn 19:14.
t'John 1:29.

-Bart D Ehnnan, lcw lnhntqted, P.65.
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ln the same rtray, urp can analyre the r€surrection accounts in Gospels. lf we read

resurrectlon accounts horizontally, we find many differences and discrepancles. All

four Gospels atree that after crucifixion of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) on third day,

Mary uuent to his tomb and found it empty, but the details of this story harre been

presented completety different in all four Gospels. For example, who nuent to tomb on

the thlrd day, John says it was Mary alonel31 Matthew states that it was Mary

Magdalene and other Manfo, Mark mentlons that lt was Mary Magdalene, Mary the

mother of James and Satomerrl so thcy were thr€e, not two and Luke tells that they

were women who acompanled Jesus from Galilee.rc So all four Gospels dlsagree on

this point.

Movlng forward, we find diffurence on when they entercd the tomb, Yuhat dld they see

there? Matthar says that they saw an angel therere, Mark states lt u6s a young

manl{and Luke mentlons that they found two men thererc. So all disagree. And what

they were told, a!! gospels present difftrent vieur. Mark states that they were told to

tell disclples to go to Galitee where Jesus wll! meet them146 whereas luke tells that

they were told to remember what Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) had told them that he

will die and rlse agalnil'. Did the women tell about what they saw or heard as Matthenv

states that after they left the tomb, they told dlsclples about Itlo whereas Mark tells

that they did not tell anybody anything for they werc afnid.l€ ln short, the story about

resunEction ls full of contndictlons ln Gospels and at least on vlrtually every issue they

-Jotrn 2o:1.
nhnattherr 28:1.

''Ma* 16:1.
*Luke 23:55.
4Matthew 28:5.
ilMark 16:5.
rluke 24:4.
ruMark 16:7,
t'tuke 2412.

\atthew2t:8,
rcMa* 16:9.
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contradlct each other. Therefore Gospel accounts Gannot be used as hlstorical

evldences furthe rcsurrection of Jesus (Peace be upon him).

2.D.2. Approach of Bart D. Ehrman

Dr. Bart has analyred the belief of rcsurrectlon on the basis of textual and historlcal

crltlcal approach. He has waluated the resunectlon accounts by mmparlng these

horizomally. He concludes that there arc lots of dlscrepancles among resurection

accounts whldr make all accounts unreliable, He further argues that the concept of

resumction is biased belief because only Christian historians believe it. Othenrdse it is

beyond the ability of historians to prove any miracle through hlstoriographica! analysis.

For Christlan historlans, lt is more a matter of faith than a historical event'

Taking this approach forward, I disagree wlth Bart D. Ehrman on the polnt of Jesus

(Peace be upon hlm) so called death. He urged durlng a debate with Mlke ucona that

Jesus's (Peace be upon him) death cannot be presented as evldence for hls

resurrcctlon, slnce it is natural that erreryone has to dle and ther€fore Jesus (Peace be

upon himl also dledffi. It seems logical but it cannot be used as hlstorlcal evldence. I

have mentioned in first chapter that Bart considers himself historian and evaluates

eyerything on historlcal evldences. The so called death of Jesus (Peace be upon him) is

also to be evaluated on historical evldences.

t have mentioned above some accounts ofJesus (Peace be upon him) death found in

the Gospels and explored that thele are dlscrepancles in day and tlme of crucifixlon

whlch leads to unreliability of these accounts.

We find other differences as wetl ln accounts of Jesus (Peace be upon him) death in

Gospels. ln Gospel of Mark, we flnd that before cruciflxion, Jesus (Peace be upon him)

remained silent and said nothing until the very end when he says 'My God, my God,

*DebaE bctwcen Mike ucona and Bart Ehrmen on Blbllcal evldence forJesus resurrectlon'

lwww voutube.com/8lbfical evtdence for Jesus r€sun€ctlon

73



Bart D. Ehrman's Aoorcach to the fteolorv of the New Testament

Thls part covers the theology of New Testament belng explored by Bart D. Ehrman. I

Sectlon ll

hane deflned doctrine and theology in the beglnnlng and accordlng to $at definltlon,

theotogy ls somethlng related to examine the nature of Go4 therefore lwlll elaborate

dlfferent aspects related to perconall{ of Jesus (Peace be upon hlml belng explored by

Bart D. Ehrman since Chrlstianl$ today has become the religion about Jesus (Peace be

upon himl instead of rellglon of Jesus (Peace be upon him! and therefore we find more

emphasize on the belief of divinity of Jesus (Peace be upon him) through the concept

of trlnity. My fucus ln thls part Is on the ermlutlon of the belief of dlvlnlty of Jesus

(Peace be upon him) throughout the Chrlstlan history. I wlll start by dlscussing the

hlstodca! existence of Jesus (Peace be upon him) because Bart D. Ehrman explored this

lssue ln detalt. Then I wlll move to the evolution of bellef about dlvlnity of Jesus (Peace

be upon him) and finally lwlll conclude wlth the concept of trinity as examined by Bart

D. Ehrman.

2.E.1,, Hlstorlcal Existence of Jesus's (Peae be upon hlml

It Is rery obvious that Jesus (Peace be upon hlml exlsted but Bart D' Ehrman started

thinking on this toplc when he received three or four e'mails every week questionlng

whether Jesus (Peace be upon him) existed as a human being or not? He did not take

thls question seriously because he thought that it Is very clear, of course Jesus (Peace

be upon him) exlsted and lgnored all emails, But the questions kept comlng and he

began to astonish why are so many people asklng?

His amazement lncreased when he came to know that his self was belng quoted in

some groups (actually mbquoted rather) claiming that Jesus (Peace be upon him)

never exlsted. Then he declded to look lnto the matter and he dlscovered huge amount

of literature devoted to the query of whether Jesus (Peace be upon him) really existed



as a man or not. He was shocked because for thlrty years he has been witlng

extenslnely on the historical Jesus (Peace be upon hlm), the development of early

Chrlstlan mov€ments, the Gospels and the history of the church's firt three hundred

years. But he was completely unaware of this fom of skeptlcal llterature. The people

who produce such skeptlcal llterature ale known as "Mythiclsts' who bellwe that Jesus

(Peace be upon hlm) is not an actual flgure ln history rather he is a m6h.

The term 'Myth" means a story whlch dld not happen actually. ln thls sense, accoldlng

to Mythicists Jesus (Peace be upon him! is a myth and he did not exist ever glren

though there are enough earty storles about him but all these are not hlstorical. His

teachings and lift were lnnented by eady storytellers.

Bart D. Ehrman does not has keen interest in thls matter because this issue does not

harm hls bellefs since he is not a Chrlstlan rather he is an Agnostic, but he Is an uprlSht

hlstorlan who believes on enerythlng whlch is hlstorlcally proren as he mentions In his

book'l am not a Chrlstia1 and I harrc no lnter€st in promoting a Christian caus€ or a

Christlan agenda. ! am an agnostic with athelst leantngs, and my life and views of the

world would be approfmately the same whether or not Jesus (Peace be upon him)

existed. My beliefs would vary little. The answer to the question of Jesus (Peace be

upon him),s historical existence will not make me more or les happy, conten[ hopeful,

likable, rich, famous or immortal. But as a historian I thlnk evldence matters and erery

hlstoricat pe6on, event or phenomenon needs to be established' The historlan can

take nothing fur granted.s3

So he has recorded many video lectures on this toplc and has written many books on

exlstence of Jesus (Peace be upon himf including his New York Times bestsellers book

"Did Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) Exisf.

2.E.2. Emer3ence of Mythlcallesus (Peace be upon himl

*Bart 
D. Ehrman, Dd,lcsus ExBt, lNw Yo*: Harpcr Collins publisher, 20fi1), p. 5-
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Hlstorlans harrc dlffurent vlews about Jesus (Peace be upon hlm); some scholars have

malntalned position that Jesus (Peace be upon hlml was a political leader who sought

to stimulatE the masses against Roman overlords. Others have clalmed that he rvas a

philosopher who taught people how to live simply apart from the materialistlc things.

Others have asselted that Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) was malnly lntelested ln the

economlc pllght of his opprEssed people and urged socioeconomic reform. Despite this

masslve range of oplnlon, nearly al! scholars of antlqulty agree on the histoilcal

existence ofJesus (Peace be upon hlml except trlythlclsts'

Earl Doherty, one of the Ieadlng advocates of Jesus (Peace be upon him) mythlcism,

defines the view as: 'the theory iltat no hlstorical Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) worthy of

the name exlsted, that Christianlty began wlth a bellef ln a splritual, mythical figure,

that the Gospels ar€ essentlally allegory and fiction, and that no single identifiable

person lays at the loot of the Galitean preaching tradition's. ln simple uords the

hlstorlcalJesus (Peace be upon hlm) dld not exlst.

1n1999, D. M. Murdock published his book The Christ Consplracy: The Greatest Story

Errcr Sold". Thls book wanted to show that Christlanlty started through a myth about

the sun-god Jesus (Peace be upon him) who was lnvented ln the second century CE.

The baslc argument of thls book is that Jesus (Peace be upon him) is the sungod as he

mentions: Thus the son of God is the sun of God" (whlch ls very confuslng whether it

is son or sun).ls

So in Author's view Chrlstlanlty emerged as an astro-theologlcal religlon ln which the

sun-god Jesus (Peace be upon him) was transformed lnto a hlstorical Jesus (Peace be

upon hlm).

uEarl ttotrerty, .ltasus: Neltlpr @d nor Mwt, Tln Cose tor o MythfulreiuS lottaura: Ate of Reason

Publlc.tlons, zmgL pp. 7{.
tsDorofiy MIlne Murdocb IDe Chrlst @rrplruq: fhe Ctrla/test Stoty Evcr sffi, lKempton: Adventures

Unllmhed, 19!191, p 154.
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The thorough analysls raneals that hls book ls fllled of numerous wrong statements and

factual enors. I would like to deal with these erorc one by one:

D. M. Murdock saYs !n hls book:

r 'Most of early Ghrlstlans rejected MarlCs Gospel as canonlca!"'s6

ln reallty, no body reiected Ma* as Gnonlcal; in fact anery surviving Christian

document accepts its canonicity. So it is just claim from author without any evidence'

r ,Paul never mentions Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) in hls ethicat teachlngf .E'

Thls is totally wrong because Paul mentions Jesus (Peace be upon him) on various

places.r5t

e "God's Spell ls the factual meanlng of the word SosPel as in maglc, hypnosls and

delusion".se

Actua[y, the word gospel came from Term 'god spel'which means good news, precise

tnnslatlon of the Greek word euaggelionr@. lt has nothing to do with magic.

Murdock argued that Christlanlty started as an astro-theologlcal rellgion which is

totally inconect. The earliest people did not recognlze Jesus (Peace be upon him) as a

divine being at all. He was recognized to be a Jewish prophet. There is no astro-

theologlcal phenomenon related wlth Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) in any of our earliest

tradltlons as I will examine it later on ln detail.l6r

2. E. 3. Posltlve & I{etatlue Artuments by Mythiclsts

smudodq, 
Trrc crnfit Conspimc,, P,1fi.

"rbr4 p.33.
s1 Corlnthlans 7 .:;r,,t, 9t11, l!:.22-i24.
oMudodr, nrc Orlst Conspilzcy, p. a5.
rEEart D. Ehrman, N lcsul c,dst, g. L7.
Etbtd, pp- u-15.
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Mythlcists betlevt that Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) dld not exlst lnstead he ms a

mythlcal flgure because they thought that organlzed religion ls malor prcblem while

looking to all crusades and imposlng religion to others. So they attacked firstly on

religlon by saying that rEllgion has no firm hlstorlcal basls and it is totally based on

myths and ulthately they relected Jesus (Peace be upon him) by saylng that it uEs a

Myth. To prore their claim, they made both negative and positive arguments against

the historical eristence of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm)'

On the negatire side, Mythlclsts stres that there arc no rellable references to the

existence of Jesus (Peace be upon him) in any non-Chrlstlan sources of the first

century. Jesus (Peace be upon him! llved untll about the year 30 CE but no Roman or

Greek author mentions hlm for o\rer elghty yearc after that. lf Jesus (Peace be upon

him) was such an important person, there should be a reference to him in some of our

many suMving sources of the first century?

To answer this question we can say that one r€ference still suflves of the flrst century

which ls Philavlous Josephus's book "Antiquitles of Jewf. Josephus is first century

Jewlsh hlstorlan who wrote this book !n 20 rolumes, ln which he covers history of Jaus

fiom Adam and Eve (Peace be upon them) to his own day. He mentions Jesus (Peace be

upon him) in this book twice whlch ploves the existence of Jesus (Peace be upon

him!.152

Mythicists claim that ttese two refel€nces to Jesus (Peace be upon him) in Josephus's

book were not written orlginally by Josephus but were lnserted into his writings by

later Christlan scribes,

5o (according to Mythicistsl Matthew, Marft, Luke, and John are our only real sources

for knowlng about the historlcal Jesus (Peace be upon him), which are highly

problematic as hlstorlcal documents, because they were wrltten at the end of the first

lArdeo lecture on did Jesus erist with Unbellryable. l*ww voutube.com/drd Jesus errstl
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century, almost four or flrr€ decades after Jesus (Peace be upon hlm| lived. lf he rcally

did live, why rre do not hat e some earlier sources?

Moreover, these four Gospels are full of contradictions and dlscrepancles and so are

completely unreliable. So there is no reliable source from flrst century whlch proves

the existence ofJesus (Peace be upon him).

On the posltlve slde Mythlclsts say, that the storles about Jesus (Peace be upon hlm)

are slmilar to the my/ths about pagan gods and other divine men dlscussed in the

ancient wodd such as Heracles, oslrls, Mlthras, Attis, Adonis and Dionysus, who were

sald to have been bom on December 25 to a virgin mother, to have done miraculous

deeds for the sake of others, to have died and been raised from the dead and later

departed to live in the divlne realm and so the myth about Jesus (Peace be upon him) is

derived from pagan dylng and rising Gods. So thelr vieutr ls that "The story of Jesus

(Peace be upon him) is not the blography of any historical person who really existed,

lnstead it is a myth based on peristent Pagan storles'.16

It ls surprising that whlle clatming these arguments, Mythlcists do not provlde any

evidence for thelr claims concerning the standard mythology. Ihey do not mentlon any

source which can be checked. They harc not anen cited the anailable evldence. So it is

claim without any evldence which is unacceptable at all in scholarship.

2.E.4.

hlml

Historlcal approach to the exlstenee oflesus lPeace be upon

Before giving any widence for the historical existence of Jesus lPeace be upon hlm),

one thing needs to be established. The Historical evidence is nery differcnt from

scientific evidence. Since we have no direct access to the past so once somethlng

happens, it ls oner and done with. There is no way to repeat a past event all over again'

anmothy Freke Petcr G.ndy, 7t? tes6 tlptfut: Was tlrp Offial lcsus o Pogon God, ll{eur Yorlc

Three Rhers Pres, 19!191, p.2, 
gO



This makes hlstorlcal evldence dlfferent from the narietles of evldence used in the

SclenCes. ln sclence we can r€peat an experiment. Once an experiment iS repeated

adequately wlth the same results, a klnd of predictive probablllq ls eytablished that

the same rcsults wlll obtain if the experlment is conducted one more tlme.

With history we are unable to repeat an went once it happens. All r1rc can do Is to Sive

enough widence to convlnce sufflcient people about a certaln historlcal claim.

So the way hlstorians prwe thelr enidence is totatly dlfftrent fiom the way scientlsts

do. Hlstorians ,postdict' whlch means that thgy indlcate what probably happened In

the past based on thelr knowledge of evldence. While scientlsts'predlcf wlth almost

certain reliablllty that what wlll happen is based on thelr knowledge of ccrtain

experiment whlch can be rcpeated.rfl Bart D. Ehrman considerc himself historian and

therefore he used "postdictive" approach In all his books and debates to plove

hlstorlcal exlstence of Jesus (Peace be upon him)'

Historians look to variant klnds of evidence to plo\re past elistence of a person. Firct,

they prefer phplcal evldence for example, photographs.

Secondly they look for surviving produc$ that can be traced back to the person' This

might lnclude things llke houses, bulldings, diarles etc.

Lastly, historlans look to evidences which are about the person which includes

reference to, quotations of and dlscusslons about the person by others.

For the last klnd of evidence, historians prefer to have lots of written soutEet not iust

one or two. Hlstorians also prefer to have soulGes that are qulte near the date ofthe

person or event that they are defining. As time Boes on, thirus do indeed get changed,

so it is much better to hate near contemporary accounts. Historians also like these

various and early sources to be extensive in scope. lf all are mere mention of a person's

name ln souroes, that is not as good as having Iong and extenslve storles told.

*Bart 
D. Ehrman, DiidJrsus *t,i.27.

tl



Moreover, the various souroes should cOnoborate wlth each other, at IeaSt ln maior

polnts if not ln all the details. wlth this, lt is lmportant that varlous $urEes should be

independent of one another and do not rely on each other for all of their

lnformatlon.leBelng historlan, Bart D. Ehrman reiected Mythlclsts approach on the

basis of hlstorlcal arguments. ! wilt analyze alt kind of arguments one by one.

First of all, we do not have any physlcal evidence (photognph) for Jesus (Peace be

upon hlm) because he exlsted elghteen hundred years before photography was

lnvented.

Secondly, rve also do not have any archaeological evldence of any kind. But this does

not prove that he dld not exist since there is no archaeological evldence for anyone

else who llved in Palestine in Jesuds (Peace be upon hlm) day except for the very upper

class elite aristocrats, who are rarely mentioned ln lnscriptions'

We also do not have any wlitings from Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) because literacy nte

was too lsrv ln anclent tlmes. The maiority of people in the ancient uorld were unable

to wrlte. There are debates about Jesuds (Peace be upon hlml literacy, if of course he

lived. But enen if he was able to read, there is no reference to any of hls writings in any

of our Gospels.l65

Coming to the last klnd of evidence whlch ls reference to, quotations of and discussions

about the Jesus (Peace be upon himl, we find that Mythlclsts claim that no Greek or

Roman author from the first centuly mentlons Jesus (Peace be upon him) which prwes

that he did not exlst as I have mentioned earlier. lt is true, but it is fact that same

sourres do not mention many millions of people who actually lived in first century,

does it mean that they also dtd not exist. Even we do not know much about the reign

of Pontius Pilate who was govemor of Judea and ruled for ten years, betrveen 26 and

36 CE. Very limited information about him is available. If we talk about his writinEs, we

*Bart 
D, Ehrman, Dtd r2sus axts?, g.29.

r6Bart D. Ehrman, Dd Jesus cxlct, g. 3l
82



do not have a slngle word from hlm.16' Does that mean he dld not exlst? No he really

existed wen though, like Jesus (Peace be upon hlm), we have no records from his day

or writlngs fiom hls hand.

lf we talk about the Canonlcal Gospels which are considered to be eyewltness rcports,

we have reference to Jesus (Peace be upon him) by anyone who was a contempgrary

eyewitness which ultimately proves his existence. But it is not that slmple, accordinE to

Bart D. Ehrman, these Gospels are not eyEwltness reports, because none of the Gospel

wrlters aner ldentifies himself by name or narntes any of hls stories about Jesus (Peace

be upon him) in the first person. lnstead they descrlbe the disclples in the third person,

talking about what "theyr did (not what 'l' or 'we" did). Even mole important polnt to

notice is that the lmmedlate followerc of Jesus (Peace be upon him) were lower dass

Aramalc speaking peasants fiom rural Galilee, C3n we expect from them to write

complete book in Greek?

Scholars are enEaged to conduct studles on lltency rate in ancient world. Colurnbian

professor William Hards ln hls book "Ancient titeraq/ demonstrates the low literasy

rates in antiquity. Author draws the conclusion that only about 10 percent of the

population could read at all in the t ery best tlmes. And those 10 percent were the

upper class elite people wtro had the money, time and Ieisure to afford an

educaflon.rs Thls is not an approprlate descrlption of Jesuds (Peace be upon hlm)

disclples. They were not upper class arlstocrats as he was himself.

One more thing needs attention here is that the native language of Jesus (Peace be

upon hlm), his disciples and most people !n Palestine was Aramalc.@ But the Gospels

werc not written ln-Aramaic but in very good Greehwhlch showsthat the authors of

Gospels were vrrell educated speakers and writers of Greek language which lndicates

tttbtd, pp.3+34.
styllliam Harrls, Ancteilt Lftcrgr.y,lcambddge: HarYard unhle6lty Pr€s$ 1989), p. t5
GBart 

D. Ehrmao Did tetlr cxilt, p. !6. 
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their belongingness to rclatively hlgher classes whlch ls opposlte to the descrlptlon of

Jesuds (Peace be upon hlm) disciples.

Scholars date these Greek composltlons to the end of the flrst centuly, with Mark

probably belng the flrst Gospel, written aruund 70 cE, Matthew and Luke belng a bit

later, wrltten around 8(H5 CE and John being last, around 90{5 CE. The authors of

these book were not the origlnal followers of Jesus (Peace be upon him). They were

later Chrlstlans who had heard storles about Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) as these stories

were cirEulated year after year and finally declded to write these down. So these

accounts do not remaln reliabte to plove the e{stence of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm}.

One historical evldence which ls widely dlscussed by contemporary scholars is Flavius

JosephuslTo.

Flavlus Josephus is very lmportant flgure of antiquity. Hls historlcal wrltlngs aIE our

primary source of lnformatlon about the hlstory and life of Palestlne in the flrst

century. Before he was an author he became actiYely involved in the politlcal and

mllitary affalrc of Jews ln Palestine.r'r

He had written (around 93 CE) a t$renty volume account of the history of Jewlsh people

from the beginning till his own day, knorn as The Antiquities of the Jews'. He

mentions Jesus (Peace be upon him) twice in this book.

The one of these two accounts ls very short and comes in Eook 20 of the Antlquties.

Here Josephus referred to an incident that happened in 52 CE, when Ananus who was

the local religious leader in Jerusalem misused his power and illegally put to death a

man named James, whom Josephus identified as 'the brother of Jesus, who is called

the messiahu.lTz Here Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) is actually called by name.

r\rdeo lecture on Dld Jcsus Erist with Unbcllarable' (wwur.noutube'com/dld Jesus exrstl
t"Bart 

D. Ehrman, Dd hsus exlit, g. 43,
rzRalph Marors (tr,l, Thc Ftwius lueplrus [Flavlus Josephu* nP AttthuttLs of !e$1, Vol9,lc,]mbrldge:

Harvard University Prcsq, 19rBl, p. 1.
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The second one is more debatable. This passage ls called the "Testlmonlum Flavianum"

because this ls the testlmolry to the life of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) given by Flavius

Josephus.l73 lt is the longest reference to Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) so far.

Testimonium Flavlanum reads as follorvs:

At this time therc appeared Jesus (Peace be upon him), a wlse man. For he was a doer

of startling deeds, a teacher of people who receive the truth wlth pleasure' And he

galned a followlng both among many JeY95 and among many of Grcek orlgin. He was

the messlah. And when Pilate, because of an accusatlon made by the leading men

among us, condemned him to the Gnoss, those who had lorcd him prevlously did not

cease to do so, For he appeared to them on the third day, llving again,lust as the divine

prophets had spoken of these and countless other wondrous things about him. And up

umfl this very day the tribe of Ghrlstians, named after him, has not died out.174 So we

have evidence for Jesus (Peace be upon him) from the flIst century Jeuuish wrlting.

2. E. 5. Analysls to Hbtorlcal and Mythlcal approaches

The passage quoted by historians and Baft D. Ehrman as well ln the wrltlngs of

Josephus needs to be anluated. There is lot of debate by scholars on this passage,

Josephus was thoroughly Jewish and never oonverted to Christlanity. But thls passage

contains comments that only a Christian could make. Most scholars argue that there ls

slmply no way Josephus the Jew could have written such thlngs. So how dld these

comments Eet into his writings?

It needs to be remembered that Josephus was not a belorred author among hls people

and euen now he is not conSidered to be a good man, instead he was consldered

traitor among Jeuvs and for that reason his writings were transmitted not by Jews but

by chrlstians. when chrlstian scribes copied the tetG they added a few words

t'lohn P Melei A Morylnd !ew: Recoru;He,rr44 thz Historful hsus, (New York: Doubleday, 199!rr, pp'

5Ht
"'Ralph Marcus (r t.l, fle Ailtiquitles of levr4' vo, 13,1.3.
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according to thelr deslres to make sure that the reader would get the polnt that Jesus

(Peace be upon hlm) was the sup€Ihuman m€ssiah ralsed from the dead as the

scrlptures predlcted. Ultlmately Testimonium Flavlanum became Interpolated' One

more reason is that Josephus dld not know Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) because he was

born after Jesus's (Peace be upon hlm) ascenslon to heaven. He got second hand

information about Jesus (Peace be upon him) and transmitted, and whenever ure get

lot of second hand information about someone who llved back in ancient tlmes, lt

becomes changed. So the same way Josephus's Testlmonium Flavianum got changedrE

and therefore thls passaEe cannot be used as evldence for Jesus's (Peace be upon hlm)

exlstence.

Despite the problems In accounts mentloned abovE, we cannot deny the historlcal

exlstence of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) since wc have sufficient numbel of accounts

about his existence. We have four Gospels whlch date back to flrst century. Then we

have "Testlmonlum Flavlanum' whlch ls lndependent ac@unt. Moreover, we find Jesus

(Peace be upon him) in Paul's writlngs as well. Paul designates that Jesus (Peace be

upon hlm) really was born as a human and he was a Jew. So he states: 'But when the

fullness of time came, God sent hls son, born from a woman, bom under the law, that

he mlght redeem thosE who were under the lau/'.175 By 'men under the lau/ he meant

Jews.rz ln many other letters, he mentioned him as welll?8. So we have enough of the

ancient sources which mention Jesus (Peace b.e upon him) and these all corroborate

each other without collaboration. Therefore we can establish historical existence of

Jesus (Peace be upon him).

2. E. 6. tesus (Peace be upon hlml as a Dying and Rising God

ltideo lecture on Dld Jesus E{st wlth Unbellarable. lwwwvouulbe.com/drd Jesus erlstl
r 
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Many Mythlclst clalm that Jesus (Peace be upon hlm| was an llwentlon of the eartl

widespreadnotlonofdyiryandrlslnggodasltwascommonlnpaganreliglonsd

antiquttyas!havementlonedearlierlnPositiYea]tumentofMythlclsts.Iheoncefl

behtnd this craim rs that peoph rn ancrent rcrrgions used to worshlp gods who dled anl

rose agaln llke Oslrls, Attls, Adonls, Tammuz' Heracles and many other* Actually thee

godswereassoclatedwlthYegetationandtheywereworchlppedinfeftilitycults.Ever

year when the crops die in wlnter these tds also dle and go to the undenrorld ad

come back to tife rn the spring with crops and reappear on earth. so thEr wce

uorshipped as dylrg'rlslng deltles in anclent tlmesrE

Acmrdingtothlsview,Jesus(Peacebeuponhlm}wastheJerulshverslonofthepaFn

fertllitydelty,inrnntedbyJewsasadyinganddslnggod.laterpeopleHstorlclzedlis

existenceandclaimedthathewasadivinehumanwhohadoncelivedonearth'u/to

had died and then rose again. so Jesus (Peace be upon him) exlstence was historiclad

from pagan mYths of Dylrg and Rlslng gods'

Therearetwoma|orproblemsinthisvlewaccordlngtoBartD.Ehrman.Firstlstiat

there are severe doubts about whether there were dying rislr.g Sods !n the paFn

uuorld or not, and lf there were, whether they vuere like the dylnS-rlsing Jesus (Peace be

uponhim)orsomethlngelse.ThesecondoneisthatJesus(Peacebeuponhlm)earlEst

folloters did not actually think he was God as I wlll elaborate under the title of divinlty

ofJesus(Peacebeuponhlm}.SohowcouldJesus(Peacebeuponhlm}belnverrtedas

dying rlslng God.

Historically,therearenoerridencesandlnstancesfordyingandrlslngEodsinpaSan

world. This idea was startd in 196century by James Geo6e Frazerft{is boolerlte

GoldenBough.lnthisbookFrazerclaimedthatEastemMediterraneandMnities'uch

as Osiris, Attls and Adonis vYere atl dying and rising gods' All of them twre supposed t6

beregetatlvegodswhosegycleofllfe,death,andresurrectlonrepeatsandexplalns

'oVldolccturconDldJesurErlstrrltht'Jnbell6''bl''lww't'outube'com'dldJesur€r'Etl



the eariHs fertillty. Frazer thought that Christians plcked up thls characterlzation of

dylng and rlcng gods and applled lt b thelr rryths about Jesus (Peace be upon hlm).lD

BycloseobservationofearlyEasternMedlterraneandlvinltiesw€canseethatthese

divlntties were vegetatlve gods whlch were associated wlth seasonal cytle of earth's

fertiliw as Mettiryer clalms in his book 'the world of ancient llear Eastern religlons

actually knew a number of deities that may be properly described as dylng and rlslnS

gods and they had close ties to the seasonal cycle of plant lffe"'ffi Howevel, the Gase of

dying and rising of Jesus (Peace be upon him) is totally difhrent from these deities

slnce it was onetlme event wtrlch was s€en as being atonement for sins whereas

vegetatire gods were assoclated with the seasonal cycle which omtrred year in and

year out and nothlng llke atonement vras there In anclent Near Eastern deitles.

One instance whlch ls commonly cited by scholars as pagan panllel to Jesus (Peace h

upon hlm) ls Oslrls. The most famous anclent source whlch discusses Oslrls ls the uuorl

of famous scholar of religlon of the second Orristian Gentury Plutarch. ln hls work lsE

and oslrls, Plutarch tells us that when osiris was murdered, his body was dismembered

and scattere4 but hls wth lsls went on search to rEcover and reassemble his body' So

difftrent people claimed and argued that his body was buried ln different places and

thafs why they build shrlnes on dlffercnt places on hls name so he became the

powerful ruler of the dead in the undenvorld but he did not return to lifur2. so there b

dear dlsttnctlon between Osiris and Jesus (Peace be upon hlmf case and we can

deflnltely say that Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) r€swTection is not taken by osirls.

To conclude we can say that both positlve and neSatlve arSuments of MYthlcists can

be Geeted on thebasis of hlsterlcat evidences whlch uttlmately prone the historical

existence of Jesus (Peace be upon himl.

tonrthm Z. Sm ffir Mlq D;,lil,ri: On ttg C(trnpottu t il Eorry d7|istiottms od ilp Rc/&,,p/,/ts oI La/re
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z.F.L. DhlniU of Jesus (Peace be upon himl & Trlnity

Ihe dlvlnfi of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm! whlch ls commonly portrayed as trlnlty ls dle

concept developed by later christlans and not found in our earllest sources' There 
'e

differcnt Chrlstologtes about the naturc of Jesus (Peace be upon hlml as analyzed by Brt

D. Ehrman. some of the groups bellwed that Jesus (Peace be upon him) was bdh

completely human and completety dlvlne, others ctalmed that he was not at all dMtE,

rather completely human. Others belleved that he was completely divine' These dispuEs

affucted the text of New Testament because it uras time for reproductton of scripture.5o

every gtoup modlfled the text according to hls bellefs B and to make it mo]€ amendable

to their own theological viem and less amendabte to the vienrs of opponents' I will dlscuss

each Chrlstology one by one and at the end ! wlll analyze this bellef'

2.F.2. AdoPtlonistChrlstologY

A group of christians wlro beliernd that Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) was fully human and

not dlvine rras called adoptionist. fhey were named adoptlonist because they maintalned

the vlew that Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) was frrll human being wlth flesh and blood body

and was not dlvlne, instead he was adofied to be son of God at his baptlsm.rt This group

, was strict monothelst so they inslsted that Jesus (Peace be upon him) was not at all dlvlne,

instead he was human being who was not differcnt from otherc in natule. He uvas nror€

righteous than others which made him diffurent and due to his gr€at riShteousnes, 6od

had chosen to place him in special relationship by adopting him to be his son at his

baptlsm.

!n response to thts group, proto orthodox christians bellwed that Jesus (Peace be upon

him) was not merely a human but he was a dlvlne belng. He was mol€ righteous than

otherc because he was differcnt fiom otherc by nature. These dispgtes affected the telt

which was ln circulation at that time. Acording to Bart D. Ehrman, there are wry few

cRldrard Slmon, Ofrtcf,t Htstoly ol theT.xt otthe Nevr,estufirJnt, ftondon: R. Trylor, 19891, p' 65.

txlbid, pp.3G31.
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readlngs whlch appear to be created by adoptlonist group. The later scrlbes who tok

orthodox line ahered the text to oPpose adoptionlst point of view and to emphaslze o1

the dlvlniw ofJesus (Peace be upon hlml.

2. F. 3. Artl Adoptlonlst atteratlons of the tcxt

we found in Gospel of Luke whlle describing early lifc of Jesus (Peace be upon hlmf tlnt

when Joseph and Marry took Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) to temple and he was blessed by

a holy man ,his father and mother were marveltng at what was sald to him"JE Honn

Joseph was catled his father If Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) had been born of virgln' To avold

this problem, many scribes altered the text by saying 'Joseph and his mother were

marveling,ls, nowtext clalmsthat Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) was born of Vlrgln.

Same problem occurs feul verses later ln the account of travel to temple. The story tells us

that when Joseph, Mary and Jesus (Peace be upon hlmt went to Jerusahm to atend ilre

festiyal, after festival whole family nrent back to home except Jesus (Peace be upon hlm)

who stayed there wlthout infurming the famlly as text says 'his pat€nts did not know

about hlm,. w]ry text ment'loned hls parents when Joseph was not hls father. Many

textual varlants resotve the ploblem by correctlng lt as -Joseph and his mother dld not

know him". At the end of this story after they returned to Jerusalem to find out Jesus

(Peace be upon him! and three days later they found Jesus (Peace be upon him) in temple,

Mary said 'Your father and I have been looking for you". Scrlbes slmply changed the text

by saying'We hane been looklngfor you'.l!?

ln gospel ofJohn, scrlbes altered the text to affirm that Jesus (Peace be upon him) is to be

understood as divine being and God. The first elghteen verses of gospel of John which are

called prologue. ln flrst three vcrses it says 'in the beglnnlng there vuas a word, and the

sluke 2:33.
nBert D. Ehrman , tll/f4iwdn l.,,u$ 9- 1:il .
t"Vd;; i..il ,; fufsqudig f6tJt Ly Hynct lecure scrles. (ww.voutube com/Misouodnr Jesusl
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urord rYas wlth God and the word was God'.m Thls word of God made all the th!rys andls

mode of communlcatlon to the world. ln Iater verse lt says lltlord of God became flgh

and dwelt among uf,.18 lt means that word of God became human belng. Later verse tdls

us that it was Jesus (Peace be upon him)'l$

Accordlng to thls prologug Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) was the lncarnation of wod of God

which was in the beginning God himself. The prologue ends with til,o variant forms 'tlo

one has seen God at any ttme, but the unlque Son/ the unlque God who Is ln the bosomof

Father, that one has made hlm known".let The probtem is with the identlflcation of

'unique oner, whether lt ts 'unlque God' or 'unique son'' The reading "unlque God ls

found ln manuscrlpr6 whlch are oldest and generally assoclated with Alexandrian fanlly

but it ls rarely found ln manuscrlpts non-asoclated wlth Alexandrlan family' Thls indlcetes

that It could be a textual variant created bythe people ofAlexandda because maiorltt of

manuscripts from everywhere else have rcadlng 'unique son'.le The other rcason to

thlnk that readlng 'unlque son" is GoII€Gt one because John uses thls phrase on m'ny

other placesls whereas he dld mt mention Jesus (Peace be upon him) as "unlque @d'

anyurhere else.

2.F.4. DocGtlstsChrlstologY

This group stands opposite to the adoptlonist theology. They believed that Jesus (Peace be

upon him) was not a human belngwlth flesh and blood, lnstead he was totally divine belng

and he only appeared as a human to feel pain, to bleed and to die for others. Slnce Jesus

(peace be upon him) was God according to thls theology so In reality he was not a human

and only appeared in human flesh. Their name'Docetists" came from Greek word DoKEo

-Jotrn 111-3.
*Jotrn 1:1+
uJohn 1:17.
*John 1:18.
*Bart D. Ehrman, lt|/(ryi.ntlng lcsw, pP. 15:2-163.
*John 3:1G18.
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whlch means 'to appeafl. The best known Docetlst name from the earv chdstlanlty b

Marclon. Marclon had taken this theology fiom the Paul'

ln some of the Paul's htteE, we flnd Jewlsh Law and Sospel of ftdst tnuo different thlngs'

paul maintalned the vlevy that a person who has faith on gospel ls rlght one, not the

person who follows the Jerrlsh Law. Accordlng to Marcion, thls differcnce betnueen gospel

of Christ and Jewlsh law indicates that God of gospel and God of Jewlsh Law are dlfferent

from each other whlch means that therc are two dlfferent Gods, the God of the dd

Testament created thls rruorld and gave people Jewish law and when anyone brcak the

Law, he punlshes him with death. Jesus lPeace be upon him! came from Sreater God to

save people fiom God of Old Testament. Slnce he dld not belong to the God who creaEd

thls materlat world so he was hlmself not pail of thls matedal world whlch ultimatcly

means that he was not a4ually bom, he dld nst had material body and he did not actually

dle. All these thlngs YYer€ Just appearance. The God of Jewish Law accepted tte

appearance of JesuJs (Peace be upon hlm) death as sacrlflce for payment of othe/s sins'

Whoever bellevcs ln it wil! be saved and will be the ilghteous one only'ls

Thls Christology was reJected by proto orthodor Christians argulng that if Jesus (Peace be

upon hlm) was not actual human being, his apparEnt death could not brlng salnation to

anyone. They took a stance that Jesus (Peace be upon him) while still divine was fully

human with flesh and blood, who really dled and was raised from dead. So Docetlsts

emphasized on the full divinity of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) whereas Orthodol stressed

on humanlty of Jesus (Peace be upon him) while belng divlne as well.

2. F. 5. Antl Docetlc alteratlons of the text

The Docetic theology influenced the scribes who transmltted the text which ultimately

became New Testament. Docetic Christotogy emphasized on complete and full dlvlnlq of

Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) by dalmlng hls apparent body and death. Whereas ploto

sceoll lflcrncr xllmm6, Irp rt !w fc$orrl ent: lllp tfBt tty ottl|€ lnw/stlrofua ol lB fuodens,
(Nasluille: Ablngdon Prcss, 1972), p. 41.
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orthodox Chrlstlans emphaslzed on the real body of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) to prove

the salvation brought by sacriflce of hls flesh and shedding of his blood which rcqulrcs real

body, not aPParent body.

A textual varlant occurred in gospet of Luke in Jesus (Peace be upon hlmfs account of la*

supper wlth hls dlsciples. According to Bart D. Ehrman, in many oldest Grcek manuscripB,

we flnd verses ln whlch we arc told that taklng a cup, glvlng thank, he said: 'Take this and

divlde it among yourselves, for I say to you that ! witl not drlnk from the fruit of the vlrc

from now on, unti! the kingdom of God comef. And taking bread, Siving thanks, he brole

it and gave lt to them, saying: 'Ilrls is my body, but behold, the hand of the one who

betrays me is with me at the table".ls

ln most of the modern manuscrlpts, there ls an addition to text in which after 'Ihls is my

body' Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) continues 'which has been given for you; Do this in

remembrance of mC and after taklngthe cup he Gontlnues'thls cup ts the new corenant

in nry blood which Is shed for You'.s

Bart D. Ehrman has examined the reason behind additlon of these verses ln gospel of Luh.

The purpose was to emphasize that it was Jesus (Peace be upon him) broken body and

shed blood that brought the salvation whlch requires the actual body, not the apparent

one. The clue for addltlon of these verces is that these addltlons conrey very dlfferent

message from Lultds own understandlng of Jesuds (Peace be upon hlm) death. Luke newr

states that death itsclf brlngs satvatlon from sint nowhere ln Acts Jesujs (Peace be upon

hlm) death is said to be 'for you". tn fact, on two occasions where Luke's source Mark

portrays that JesuCs (Peace be upon him) death brought the satvation 
le Luke changed

the words simply. tuke had very distlnctive understanding of the way in wlrieh Jesuds

(peace be upon him) death Ieads to salvation. Luke considers that Jesuds (Peace be upon

hlm) death makes people realize of thelr gullt before God (because he died et en thouth

GBart 
D. Ehrman , Mtl{,wthlg !efl/A,,P.!66,

trke ZZ:tg-ZO.
uMark [:45, 15:39.
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he was lnnocent|. when people recognlze their gullt they tum to God ln repentance and

ultlmately he forgiles them. ln this way Jesus's (Peace be upon himl death drlrres peode

to repentance and repentance brlngS the salvatlon. Thls understandlng is totally different

from understandiry of Madr and other sources. This view polnt could not be found in

dlsputed verses whlch have been mentloned earlier, lnstead Jesuds (Peace be upon hlm)

death has been portrayed as atonement by saying "for yod whlch indicates that th€se

yenses were not orlSinally part of Luke, lnstead added later on'

we have clue that disputed uerse was added later on by pmto ofthodox scribes. ln a

dispute wlth Marcion, Tertullian mentions: 'Jesus (Peace be upon him) affirmed clealy

what he meant by the bread by calllng the bread hls orn body. ukewisg by mentionlttg

the cup and dalmlng the New Testament to be sealed in his blood, conflrms the reallty of

his body, because no blood can belong to a body which is without flesh. Thus from the

evidence of the flesh we 8ot proof of the body, and we got proof of the flesh from he

addence of the blood'.rs

It seems that the text was altered to stsess the real body and flesh of Jesus (Peace be upon

hlm) whlch he sacrlflced fur others to prove his humanity and to counter the tloetlc

Christology whlch emphasizes on dlvinity of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm)'

2. F. 6. Separatlonlsts Chrlstology

This inwlred Christian group who understood Jesus (Peace be upon him) as two beings,

one completely human and other completely divine' They are called separationists

because they dlvlded Jesus (Peace be upon htm) into two stteams, the man Jesus (Peace

be upon hlm) who was completely human and the divine Jesus (Peace be upon hlm! who

was fully divine.

Debate bEt reen Jam6 whte and B.rt D Ehrman on Dld the Blble mlsquotE Jesus.

lwww.wuhrbe.com/Did the Blble mlsouote Jcsusl
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The advocates of thls concept arc commonly known as Gnosttcs. The word 'Gnostlc

comes from Greek word 'Gnosls' which means knowledSe. The term ls applled to the

3roup of chrlstians who emphasized on the secret knowledge fior salwt'lon. They claimed

that material nuorld ls not created by God, instead it came into exlstence as a result of

calamlty ln dlvlne realm, ln this disaster one dlvlne belng was excluded from heavenf

places fur some mysterlous reason and after her fall a lesser deity created this material

world and imprisoned that excluded divlne being ln human bodies on earth. Thrcugh the

spark of this divine being humans need to harn the truth of who they are, where they

come from and where they hane to go. Thls truth contains secret knowledge which can

only be conveyed by excluded divine being. The adrocates of thls Chrlstolory claimed that

Jesus (peace be upon hlm) ls divine rcvealer of the truth whlch leads to salvation. Thcy

belleved that dlvlne belng came lnto Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) at hls baptlsm,

empowering him to perform miracles but at the end Christ abandoned him and left him to

die on the cross alone, That is the reason why Jesus (Peace be upon himl said "My God,

my God, why harrc you forsaken me' and after Jesus's (Peace be upon himl death the

dlvine belng (Chrlst) ralsed hlm from the dead as a revyard for hls falthfulnessls. According

to thls concept Jesus (Peace be upon him) Chrlst are two different belngs. One is Jesus

(Peace be upon hlm) lhuman belng) and other is Christ (dlvlne belry)'

proto orthodox Christlans rejected thls because they found it offensirrc. They believed that

materlal world is created by God for good purpose, not resulted from heavenly disaster

and Jesus (Peace be upon him) chrlst is one being, both dMne and human at a time, not

two separate beings.

2.F.7. AntlseparationlsB alteratlon of the Text

ln gospel of Mark where Jesus's (Peace be upon him) crucifixlon has been described, the

story tells us that he remained silent throughout the process of crucifixlon, the pasersby,

Jedsh leaders and two crimlnals mocked him but he dld not say single word untll hls

sBrrt D. Ehrmrn, Miqurlilng tcstt+ p. L7l.
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deathil when he cried out ,Elol, EIol, lema sabachthanle whlch mean's "My God, ny

God, wlry hane You forsaken me''2m

separatlonlsts took thls as evldence to p]0ve that at that tlme divlne chrlst depafted fim

tesus(Peacebeuponhlm)andthatswhyhecrledout"rrhyhaveyouforsakenme''

some proteorthodox scrlbes changed the Mark text to ayold this sepantlonist concPt'

AccordlngtoBartD.Ehrman,lnsalera!LatlnmanuscrlpsandoneGreekmanuscliptJgus

(Peacebeuponhim)Grlesout"MyGod,myGod,wlryhaveyoumockedme''Thlschan8e

suits to its literary context as everyone around there mocked him. But this Erlant lacl6 ln

all our oldest wltnesses as well as lt does not match to the orlginal Aramalc version of the

text ,lema sabachthani' whlch means 'why have you forsaken mc not 'why have you

mocked mef.zG

It seems that the text was altered by proto-orthodox scribes to counter the Ctristology

clalmed bY SeParatlonlsts'

2. F. t. APProach of Bart D. Ehrman

Bart D. Ehrman has anatyzed the concept of Jesus's (Peace be upon him) divinity

comblnlng the hlgher critlclsm and lower crltlclsm approach. ln first chapter, I have

explained allegorical method whlch ultimately led to clitical study of Bible' Thls method

paved way to dlvinlty of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm). lnitlally In ancient times, therc was

no concept of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) divine nature at all. lt was later developed

through the allegorlcal interpretation of Astrotheological Gods of pagan rrvorld' In

antiquity, Astrotheological Gods were associated with seasonal cycle of earth's fertility

who were supposed to rise in the time of fertllity and die with the end of season' From

-Debate betnreen Craig A Ev.ns .nd Bart D Ehrman on lroes the T6tanEnt misquotc Jesus'

lwwru.voutubc.comrdoes the t{ew Test ment mlsouote Jesusl
rPsalns 22:1.

'2Mark 15:34.

-Bart D. Ehrm"n , Misquotlng tesw p. l7l,
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thls pagan concept, some chrlstlans brcught the @ncept of Jesus (Peace be upon hlml

dlvinlty.

All four gospels whlch arc the earllest records descrlbe Jesus (Peace be upon himl and

dlscuss him but none of flrst three Sospels talts about Jesus (Peace be upon him)

nature (whether he rvas a human or divine) because it was obvlous for them that he

was of course a human so thery described hls birth and other storles of his life' Only

gospe! of tohn focuses on natul€ of Jesus (Peace be upon him) and hls dlvlni$ but

there is no clear indication at all for his divine nature'

All flrst thrce gospels portny Jesus (Peace be upon him) as a man who was vely nearer

and dearer to God to whom God had a special relation' So Sospel of Matthew presents

Prophet Jesus (Peace be upon him) as a king worthy of obedience. Gospel of Mark

describes him as lord who serues hls people in secret. Gospel of Luke elaborates him as

human savlor who brcught good things to poor and neglected people. The only gospel

whlch presents Prophet Jesus (Peace be upon himl as God is Gospel of John'

It is pertlnent to hlghllght that on varlous places, Sospels describe Jesus (Peace be upon

hlm) as son of God, but it ls not equal to saylng hlm as god because thls lmpression was

influenced by old testament writlngs as the gospels were wrltten under fllst century

context. !n Old Testament writlngs, vue find malry lndividuals being said son of god, for

example, ln Samuel 2, klng of lsrael ryas clearly said son of Godu whlch did not make

him god. This statement was used to show hls special relation with god. The same

impresslon was adopted in the case of Prophet Jesus (Peace be upon him). Bart D.

Ehrman has critlcally eraluated the eYolutlon of divini$ of Jesus (Peace be upon him)

and concluded that it was later danelopment through the concept of++inity. Wedonot

find even a single passage in any of the gospels related to the concept of trinity which

has become the fundamental belief of Chrlstianity today. lt was developed to cater the

u2 samuel 7:11-14.
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oneness of God. lf God ls God and Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) ls also God then there are

tvuo Gods. To malntain the onenes of God, they sald that Jesus (Peace be upon him) is

the Incarnation of 6od and not separate to hlm and thereforc there is onf one God' To

prove thls potnt, Bart D. Ehrman has applied horizonta! reading approach as nell as

hlstollcal critlcal approach on the New Testament'
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Chapter 3

Anatysis of Bart D. Ehrman's approach and hls influence on

colrtemPorary Amerlcan Scholarshlp

GolngthroughthehlstoryofcdtlcalstudyoftheBlblewecametoknowthattheinltlal

step towards the critlcal studY of the Bibte in Seneral and New Testament in partlcular

was adoptlon of allegorlcal method to study the Blble. This approach led to in depth

analysls and investlgatlon of the text of New Testament. Resultantly, complex study of

New Testament came lnto exlstence and deeper sense of New Testament was sought'

Eventually many new thlngs vuere added to original text in the name of allegorlcal

meanlng. Later on people realized that the anclent sources which rrere or'rginal had

been altered ln the name of allegorles wlth passage of tlme. This attitude paved way to

look back to original sources

additions.

in order to conflrm the authenticity of allegorical

consequently lt led to the "sola scripture" movement which emphasized on the

importance of solely orlglnal text. When scribes tumed to mel€ original texts, they

found it difficult to understand without the hetp of modern translations' so they

started maklng it easler for the readers. This was the foundation for'reader oriented"

approach whlch brought the trend to translate and interpret the New Testament in a

manner which is more reader friendly and easily comprehensible to audience' Thls

approach continued tlll today and huge variety of New Testament verslons ls the result

of "reader orlented" aPProach.

In the flnal chapter, I will analyre the impact and lnfluence of Bart D. Ehrman's

approach on contemporary Amerlcan scholarship. Before concludlng my research, lwill

analyze the problem of evil in the llght of lslamic perspectlve since this problem led Dr'

Bart to leave his faith. Moreover I would also elaborate divinity of Jesus as approached
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by Dr. Bart D Ehrman slnce Chrlstlanity has become rellgion about Jesus nour days

instead of rcligion of Jesus.
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Bart D. Ehrman and Theodlcy- An AnalVsls

Bart D. Ehrman has discussed ln his books as well as vldeo lectures and debates

dlfferent Blblical approaches to existence of wil. He flnds all approaches unsatlsfactory

and therefor€ rejects all of these. ln flnal part of this chapter, I will analyre all Blble

approaches mentloned by Bart D. Ehrman ln the light of qu/an and lslamic teachlnEs'

3. A.1. Free wlll of humans

TheflntapproachrejectedbyBartD.EhrmanisthatGodcreatedarcrythlnggoodbut

evil erists due to free will of humans when by using their free wlll they Ylolate the rules

of God and behave ln a way whlch ls contrary to divlne plan. lt has been clearly

mentioned ln the ou/an that there is a purpose for creation of this world and humans

are to behave in a way to fulfill that purpose' The Holy Qu/an states:

pazzttsilt6)ifi AS*&f Ani#eJliLtt|{tttjnilbilzs$ttrt

Therefore humans are to make serlous efforts to llve accordlng to divine plan. lf they

will neglect that purpose and the responsibilities that it entalls, theY will create

problems and evil ln the world.

Bart D. Ehrman rejected this approach by argulng that there is no human involvement

in natunl disasters like earthquakes and floods etc whlch ls also part of evll so how evll

is the result of human fieerrill. Furthermore he argues that freewilt will be given by

Almighty God to humans ln Heaven with the sense to use lt only in positive way, so

why he did not give the same sense to humans in thls world to eradicate evil and

suffering.

The Holy Qu/an gives the ansrer to both of the arguments. Atlah Almighty states In

the Qu/an:

tzot+ttbht f; rfiiJ#g$lord,ttJftl.r6t,*td#llar+tt$ Ai;,J/ #



Thlsayahdeclaresthatwhatsoeverhappenslntheworldlstheresuhofhuman

actlons.Whenwerhumansdonotbehavelnaccordancewlththedivlnelaw

indMdually, they face dtfficllu or problem lndividually, and whenorer they mlsbehave

collectively, they face such things i.e' earthquakes and flmds collectlvely'

It is important to mention that Islamic traditlon does not aluays present natural

dlsaster and fata! illness as punlshment; rather these arc seen as hope and forgivenes

as rvell.

Therefore the Last and chlef of all the prcphets of Allah. Muhammad (Blessings and Peace of

Atlah be upon) encounged vlsltlng the sick as Hadith says:

narlrr.ory' wh,'ddtt;"/j\

There arc many Ahodtth which reflect to this issue and elaborate that sickness and

natural dlsasters are a kind of pur!fication which leads to etemal bllss in heaven' The

l-ast and chief of all the pTophets of Allah, Muhammad (Blesslngs and Peace of Alhh be uponl

said that:

n*$xf ts A #t*6futbifut u[A,1r ttt$hl' .Il,L,+L'tl J' $ttt)'Hb1'1:]t di1

*rtt

tnabovementlonedHadith,ltlsstatedthatflrretypesofdeathareconsidered

marurdom as it translates There are five martyrs: Those who dle of the plague, belng

crushed, stomach illness, drownlng and the martyr in the cause of Allalr,. This Hadith

declares that lf a believer dles as result of being drown in flood or being crushed by a

building ln earthquake, theY would be consldered people of paradlse because of

elobat Shah Gtla nt lg,.l, Sahrh Ut EuHlarI [Muhammad bln lsmrrl, Soh th llt Bttlihorl!,Yol 3' (lihorer Zl' Ul

quran Publlc.tms, 4h cd, 2014), p' 294'
rMuhammadAyut, rrraf*ruali'nazaq ltr.l,totrpllllTrntlrlfMuhammad bln Ba,&mo' UlllfiWYol
r" ir"-ft"i, z" ul'Clunn Publlotlon+ zr ed, 2ot3l, p' szt'
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mattyrdom. So there ls hope and mercy ln natural dlsasters as well ln lslamic tradltlon

while declarlnS that all lncldents (natural dlsasten) happen due to human vlolence of

natural or moral laws as stated In Qu/an.

fhe second oblectlon nised by Bart D. Ehrman ls that God will glve freewill to humans

in heanen with the scnse to use it only ln posltive way so wtry he dld not give the same

sens€ to humans In the u,odd to arold evil. The answer has been addressed in the Holy

Qu/an as lt saYs:

@,zh3lfi fl itaLe.tlN*'J#Ate'Adle.fi

Thls Ayah clarlfies that this worldly life is a test and humans have been glven fteewill to

check them how do they use it, ln Sood way or ln bad way. This world is a test and

whosoever will pass it (by uslng freewlll in positive way) will be rewarded wlth heaven

ln llfe hereafter. The word '$lEP ls a superlative fiorm which means 'the bestl and

lndlcates that freewllt of humans may be used poslttvely and negatirrcly in thls world'

3. A. 2. Sufferlng as a Punlshment of Sln orTrlal

The approach which clalms that evil or sufferlng exlsts as punishment of human sins or

as a trail to check the faithfulness of believers has been rerected by Bart D. Ehrman

argulng that birth defects, masslve starvatlon and sryere miseries are neither

punishment of slnt nor test to check the falthfulness of hls creaturcs because lt is

totally illogical that all powerful and all merclfu! God glves punishment or tralls his

cr€atures in a way which is beyond their capacity.

This argument has been addressed ln Holy Qu/an on varlous places. AlmlEhty Allah

says:

tAafi rityfl :,yrtHtfu ilA*uilrwl*gut#ddJtJfjs*fi a14fi tJg{df|olB/,'1
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The Ayah states that hardships and suffurings are to be faced as test and et entually it is

the alrenue to achlern eternal bliss in heaven. The Prophets who came before and thelr

people also confronted pains and hardships and shaken very harshly. Another ayah

deflnes the tYPes of tests so it says:

e$sh*[ri$irvbr*rsilly$a*titqA6l4g*l#r

This Ayah rcsponds to Bart D. Ehrmads artument that massive staruatlon cannot be

punlshment or test and he supports his argument by presentlng the example of

prophet Awub (Job) that he was lnnocent but God took all his wealth, heahh and

chlldren and when he remained falthful to Almighty God, God rewarded hlm with more

chlldren whlch seems that chitdren may be replaced llke DVD player which is totally

unjustlfled.

The above mentloned Ayah ansurers this query that believers may be tested with

staruatlon, los of health, wealth and chlldren. Since thls world has been created to

distinguish the Sood ones from the bad one, therefore therc wlll be tests and trials so

that good people mry be rewarded and bad ones maY be punlshed in hereafter.

Another ayah elaborates thls ln otherwords as it says:

ofi$Lh$r'}'fi d#'sfiola$t:*l

(2s:2-3)4rlsl 6rlltr#ra$r.lrlrgrtl rFua,fi]{6,w

This Ayah lndicates that purpose of alltests is to discriminate the true believers from

non-believers. fhe Last and Chlef of all the Prophets of Allah, Muhammad (Blessings and

peace of Allah be uponl dectares in Hadith that sufferlngs and tests are sigrs of God's

lore and thereforc God's beloned ones lprophets) faced lot of pain and sufferings as

Hadlth quotes:
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,XF tp**.FaCl&Jdtr1tslry1r' orniiel.r,ur$lOi#rrsqru..dSd,l,Ft*

o*B4;ra9&fr t?'Jt,t,firfl t*r*,*&dni(r+llr#Fol,$1&lttl*rllr
*#

This Hadlth tells that the ctosest to God (prophets) faced extreme difricultie+ than

whoever ls close to them and so on. It lllustrates that problems and sufferings are sign

of God,s lovc and that ls why he eramines his beloved ones through tests and

sufhrinS. lt has been mentloned in Qur'an as wellthat no one ls hampered beyond hls

capacfi so AIahAlmiglfi states:

tz:2s5thil,iltdrilrrr,

ln thls ayah, Allah AlmiSlrty who knovus us betterthan ourselves tells us that everyone

is tested accordlng to hls capaclty and no one ls burdened beyond hls limlts.

3. A. 3. Bart D. Ehrman's vlew to Redemfilve Suffurlng

The approach which claims that suffedng may be redemptlve and ultlmately brings

beneflt has been rejected by Bart D. Ehrman argulng that most of the times, sufferlng is

fullof misery and paln, and there is not at all any beneflt in suffering'

The answer to this objection ls very clearly mentloned ln the Glorious Qu/an' Allah

Almighty says:

<g+it*t#ehF

e Muhrmmad [hrn (tr.l, Sofifh Ul MuCim lMudim bln H{lal, Soiflr Ul Musl}nl, Vol 3, ltahore: Za Ul

Qunn Publlcatlons,2d ed, 2Ot3), p. 660.



The Ayah declares that wlth wery dlfflculty, there is comfort. Thc Last and Chlef of all the

Prcphas of Allah, Muhammad (Blesslrus and Peace of Allah be uponl elaborated this in

much detalled way so he stated whlle descdbing the suffelin$ and paln in thls world

that ]f a belieyer suffered whote of hls Ilfe and remained falthful to God, he wtll be

awarded wlth eternal bllss and upon that rcward all sufferings wlll be forgotten

foreYer:

-rl,e*tq,4U2f ,4-vtJt0t*t.&tldl-rrtJl&leLr.rJt.,ltrlr,rtl.!tl":r,t're't'l't&'"ttut*,-nl

,{lgtro.pp.4l.firrfu f *1Lru.Uf ,ELdIr..'v[.ilfl :dir3$-salrfii''$tL*eJrJr

u"ldqr*c{Ll,lru,rq,,,L..ilr.J:,J#r}.l*perrrrJl.t!lLJl*r[rj..rl,g*ttrttt,irrl

The Hadlth clearly states that on the Day of Judgment, a person who experienced

extreme dlfflcuhles and misery in world wlll have Ellmpse of heaven and then asked:

harn you ever experienced any miserY, he witl reply no I have not eperlenced any

diffiorlty ever.

Thls Hadith provides motlvatlon to atl those who face challenges and difflculties in this

world to be hopeful in hereafter for the reward. Another Hadith states:

BWflult*,At ir.,taqlr. lryNt +.tW bau ),t* tr J. $A e'',)E

Thls Hadith is full of hope that whenever a bellever receives any pain or difficulty, even

if it is the prlck he recelves from a thom, he 3eS reward agalnst that pain' So ln this

world, if someone is golng through tests and sufferlngs, he should remain hopeful that

these dlfflculties are to make him closer to God.

The close study of lslamlc tndltion reveats that exlstence of evil or sufferlng has not

been presented ln the Glorious Qur'an and Hadith as theoretlcal problem to be

rMuhammrd Ayub, Abdul Razzaq llr.l,hnd UflrmH 
' 
vol?" p.?,il2-

aMuhammad Khan lv.l, iltilt Ut Musilm, vol 3, p. 190'
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resohred, rathcr as phenomena of human erperlence to actuallze the purpose ofthis

worldly llfu. The Glorlous Qu/an emphasizes on ephemerallty and decelving

amusement of thls worldly lih as lt says:

irlrryqlltitdtat?ullvg,tysifitdflofu t*bwtqfi*l+rwfiiAfirtta

1ltfi itav,aysfuLud}iffi tAvrh*^olA,*i|rutW,;l51or'kuo*t

Ihls world is clearly stated as materlal of deluslon. The lslamic tradition poltrays

existence of sufhring as trall for humans which is a part of divlne plan so much so that

anen prophets are not excluded. Thereforc the Glorlous Qu/an mentlons hrenty flve

prophets (peace be upon thcm) by name while describlng challenges faced by them !n

conveylng the prophetlc message to thelr communitles'

The Prophet Ayoob (Job) ls the perfect example for the same' Prophet Ayoobs

conttnues derrotion and submlssion to Allalt's wrll in both health and prosperity and

durlng afillction and hardshlps ls the reason that the Glorious Qu/an gives him title of

an excellent servant.

Bart D. Ehrman has rciected all Blblical approaches to theodicy on the basls of mere

logics. Thls problem may be solred logically keeping in vierrr the divine guidance' There

is no one on the earth who denles death whether he ls agnostig atheist, monotheist or

polythelst and that is the polnt which concludes the toplc. All Biblical approaches to

exlstence of evil are supported by the Glorious Qu/an and may be given logical

sequence to comprehend lt. This vYorld and everything in it will be vanished one day

whlch lndlcates that ther" is a purpose behind creation of all thls. The purpose ls to

ludge the good ones from the bad ones and for that humans have been given freewill'

sometlmes humans do not use freewill in accordance with the divine laws, so they

create vlolence and evil ln the wodd and resuhantly they face suffering as punlshment'

At times thev use freewlll ln posithre way but still they face sufferings and pain as test

and trial. Ultimately all the pain and suffering in this world will be redemptive and
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humanswillberewardedorpunishedaccordingtothelrresponseandreactlontopaln

andsufferlng.lnthlsway,allBlbleapproachesarcencompassingeachotherlnthe

light of lslamic tradltion.

3. A.4. Jesus,s (Peace be upon hlm} Dlvlnlry ln the llSlrt of Modem

Blble Verslons

It ls important to analyze the dlvlnlty of Jesus (Peace be upon him) since christianity

today has become rel'rgion whlch revolves around Jesus (Peace be upon himl' The

all4orical method which led to critlca! study of the Bible parrcd way to divinity of Jesus

(Peacebeuponhim},lnltiallylnanclenttimes,therewasnoconceptofJesus(Peacebe

upon him) dlvlne nature at all. I was later developed through the allegorlcal

interpretatlon of Astrotheotogical Gods of pagan world. ln antlquity, Astrotheological

gods were associated with seasonal cycle of earth's fertllity who were supposed to rise

ln ttre time of fertillty and die with the end of season. From thls paSan concepL some

Chrlstlans brcught the Goncept of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) dlvlniry'

All four canonlcal gospels describe Jesus (Peace be upon him) but none of first three

GospelstalkaboutJesus(Peacebeuponhim)nature(whetherhewasahumanor

divine|becauseitwasobvlousforthemthathewasofcounseahumansothey

described hls blrth and other stories of his life. only Gospel of John focuses on nature

of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) and hls dlvinity but there is no clear indication at all for

hls dlvine nature.

We find in gospels that Jesus (Peace be upon him) has been described as son of god'

but it is not equal to saylng him as god because this impresslon was influenced by old

testament wriUngs as we flnd many individuals belng said son of god in old

Testament'lo which dld not make any one of them god, instead this impression was

used to show special relatlon of those chosen one wlth god'

e2 Samuel 7:11-1t1.
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Bart D, Ehrman has adopted 'Postdlctlve' approach ln most of hls books because he

conslders himself historian. Taklng the same approach fotward, I wil! try to analyze

three mator approaches about naturc of Jesus (Peace be upon hlml discussed by Bart

D. Ehrman ln the Iitht of 20th century rcrslons.

The actuat conccpt whlcft was given by Prophet Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) himself was

unlty of god and monotheism. Later scribes molded text of New Testament according

to thelr belleB.

By close analysis, vye find that arcry group lntended to speak blble what they believed

and triEd to make lt closer and clearcr to thelr polnt of view. We flnd Prophet Jesus

(Peace be upon him)'s birth story only ln Gospel of Matthew and Luke. ln luke ne find

the story of travelling to temple, Luke states wtrlle explalning the early life of Jesus

(Peace be upon hlm) that when Joseph and Mary brought Jesus (Peace be upon him) to

temple "hls father and mother were matvellng at wtrat was sald to him".211 tfltis ts

Adoptionlst uerslon which modified the text to emphaslze on the humanity and human

nature of lesus (Peace be upon him). Since they werc adt ocates of humanity of Jesus

(Peace be upon himf so they exaggerated ln humanity of Jesus (Peace be upon him)

and tried to pro\re that he was naturally bom from father and mother like other

humans. later proto orthodox who were the supporters of Jesus (Peace be upon him]

dlvine nature modifled the text to deny thls and plove dlvinity through virgin blrth of

Prophet jesus (Peace be upon him) (wtrtch ls a fact and proved by the Glorlous Qu/an)

so thev altered by saying'Joseph and his mother wer€ maruehnS at what was said to

hirn" so now text asselts that Joseph was not hls father, instead Jesus (Peace be upon

him) was bom of virgin'll2

By analyzing the modem versions, we find that most of the reformation perlod (when

prlnilng press emerged) versions read Luke 2:33 as 'Joseph and hls mother were

maruelirg at what was sald to hlm" e.g. KIV of 1611 and Geneva Bible of 1599 both

"LuIe 2:33,
aBart D. Ehrmrn, Mrqww te;lr,, P. lS7.
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read the same, Whereas most of the modem 1me (20s century) verslons e'g' ER\l of

18SL ASV of 1!101, NV of 1952 and llASE of 1971 seem to be influenced by

Adoptlonlst ordstology and thercfore read Luke 2:33 as "hls father and mother were

marveling at what was sald to hlm' ln order to prorc full human nature (natulal blrthl

and to retect dlvlne nature (vlryln bldhl of Prophet Jesus (Peace be upon himl. lt ls very

interestlng that the revlsed vprslon of KJV of 1511 which ls the most wldely used

nercion in America now days is the only modern translation which follgtls KIV in luke

2:33. Otherwlse all modern translations are lncllned towards Adoptionist (Human

nature) point of view.

It seems that KN of 1511 and RKIV are more compatible to the Bible whlch is most

llkely the origlnal because it ls very dlfflcult to establish relatlonshlp of husband and

wlfe between Joseph and Mary fiom biblical point of view as well as Qu/anic aspect,

whereas the virgin birth of Mary ls established fact from the Bible and the Glorious

Qur,an both and all verses whlch prwe virgln blrth of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm)

contradict to Joseph belng the father ofJesus (Peace be upon hlm)'

The New Testament mentlons Joseph on various places wlth rnriety of relatlons' !n

Matthew on one place, lt says "And Jacob begat Joseph the husband of Mary of whom

was born Jesus (Peace be upon hlmt, who is called Chrlst."zl3 ln this verse, Joseph is

told to be Mary's husband. Trrc rrerces later, gospel of Matthew states 'Now the birth

of Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) christ was as fullows: After Hls mother Mary was

betrothed to Joseph, before they Game toSether, she was found with child of the Holy

Spirit .2r. Whether Joseph uns engag3d to Mary or he got marrled, it is not clear.

The gospel of L+rke also mentlons Joseph so it says whtle-describing{he journey to

Bethlehem ,And Joseph also went up from Galileg from the town of Nazareth, to

Judea, to the ctty of Davl4 whlch ls called Bethlehem, because he was of the house and

otMaturcw 1:16.

-Matdrew 1,18.
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llneage of Danld, to be reglstercd wlth Mary his betrothed' who was wlth chilfl'zls

Thisvtrsetellsusthattlllthattlme,JosephvYasonlyenSagedtoMary,butwhentheY

Sotmarried,therelsnomentioninSofthat,ratheritisonlymentlonedinJesus(Peace

be upon hlm) genealogy that Joseph rms husband of Mary'

Another example of the same problem occurs in gospel of Luke while describing the story

of travel to Jerusalem for Passorer as it tells us that when Joseph, Mary and Jesus (Peace

beuponhlm)s,enttoattendthefestlnl,afterfestlwlwholefamllywEntbackexcePt

prophet Jesus (Peace be upon him) who stayed ther€ vrithout infoming the familv as Klv

states it ,and when thev had fulfilled the days, as they retumed, the child Jesus (Peace be

upon him} tarrled behind in Jerusalem; and Joseph and his mother knew not of it.lr

Most of the modem versions except Rlov read it as 'his parents dld not know about him"

which seems to be lnfluenced by Adoptionlst chrlstology to plove that Jesus (Peace be

upon hlm) was human and he had parents (Joseph as hther and Mary as mother)'

The former (IIV) readlng Iook like orlglnal because as I have mentloned earlier that it ls

dlfficult to establlsh husband wife relatlonshlp betrneen Joseph and Mary from Bibllcal

aspect aswell as Qu/anlc point of viu'

The Bible (New Testamentl presents varlety of relatlons of toseph with Mary whereas the

GloriousQu/andoesnotmentionJosephatallwhilethewholeGomPletesurahhasbeen

dedicated for Prcphet Jesus (Peace be upon him) birth narratire (Surah Maryam)' I have

mentioned above one elomple of Joseph each from gospel of Matthew and Luke'

Matthew presents him in one verse as husband of Mary and two rrcrses later as betrothed

to Mary. Llkewise Luke mentions hlm as engaged to MaIy' Mol€orcr' on varlous

occasions, Gospels state Mary as virgin whlch Indicates that she did not had any husband'

On some places, Joseph has been mentioned by name in a way whlch indicates that he

was only guardlan to Jesus (Peace be upon him) and his mother, for example Matthevu

*Lukc 2:4-5.

ar6lrrk€ 2:43.
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says whlle telllng the story of rawl to Egypt'Nour when they had departed' beholil an

angel of the Lord appeared to Joseph in a dream' and sald"Rise' take the chrld lfl hls

mother, and flee to Egypt, and remaln therc until ! tell you' for Hemd tt tbo* 6 sarch

fortheGhlld,todestroyhlm,.2lTAllNewTestamentverslonsdescribethlsstoryin,me

manner whlclr shows that Joseph was lust a guardlan to Mary and his chlld lnsted of

beinghlshusbandbecausetheanglesaidtoJoseph,takethechildandhlsmothe/,why

hedldnotsaid"takeyourchildandwife.becausehewasnotherhusband.considlrln8

the above statements, it becomes evrdent that lt is very dfficult to establlsh one

relatlonshlpbetweenMaryandJosephftomBiblicalperspectivewhereas,n.66ious

eu/an does not menqon Joseph errcn a single time wtrlle descrlbing the story of MtYam

ln dedlcated clraPter.

Is€emsthatmostofthemodernveEionsareinclinedtowardshumanFture

(Adoptionlstchrlstolosy}ofJesus(Peacebeuponhlm}ahhoughindolngsothesepGsent

exaggeratedformofJesus(Peacebeuponhlmlnaturebyportraylnghusbandwife

relatlonship between Joseph and Mary and by presentlng parents for Jesus (Pelce be

upon him) which ls atainst the virgin blrth'

3. A.5. Adoptlonlsm and Vlrgln birth of Jesus (Peace be upon hlml

As l hare mentloned earller, advocates of Adoptionist christology reiected vlrgin birth

ofJesus(PeacebeuPonhlm)lnordertoprovehisfullhumanity.TheconceptofVlrsln

birth ls an establlshed belierrc from New Testament as well as the Glorious qu/an

which cannot be denled'

TheSospelofMattherrandLukeexplicitlymentlonsvirginbirthofJesus(Peacebe

uponhim)andallversionsarecompatlbletoeachotherinthisstatement.Matthevu

states'Behold,thevirginshallconceiveandbearason,andtheyshallGa|]hisname

lmmanuel'zrs (wllch means, God wlth us). Thls states very Glearly that Mary was vitSln

217 Matthfl2:13.
arMatdrcw t23'
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at the tlme of blrth of Prophet Jesus (Peace be upon hlml. llkeryise gospe! of Luke

states while describlng the story of conversatlon between the angel and Mary that

when angel gave her Sreetlngs for the blrth of baby, she amazed as Luke mentions:

"and he came to her and said, 'Greetlngs, o ht,ored one, the Lord ls with you!" But she

was greatly troubled at the sayin& and trled to discem Yuhat sort of Sreetllu thls mlSht

be. And the angel sald to her, "Do not be afraid, Mary, for you have found favor with

God. And behol4 you will conoelrrc in your uomb and bear a son, and you shall call his

name Jesus (Peace be upon him). He wlll be treat and wlll be called the son of the

Most Hlgh. And the tord God wlll Slve to him the throne of hls father Davld, and he wlll

relgn over the house of Jacob forerer, and of hb klngdom there wlll be no end" And

Mary sald to the ange!, "How will thls be, since I am a vlrgln?" And the angel ansvrered

her, ,The Holy Spirlt wlll come upon you, and the power of the Most High will

ovenhadow you; thereforc the child to be bom wlll be called hoty-the Son of Godae. lt

is clearly mentioned that Mary rcacted upon the Sreetings by the ange! wlth shock by

stating'Hor wlll this be since I am a virgin". Al! verctons presentthe same form of this

convErsatlon.

It is t ery lmportant to mention that Luke's stoly ls vtry much similar to narrative

erplalned ln the Qu/an. The Glorious Qu/an mentions Maryam (PBUH) on various

places. ln surah Ale lmran and surah Maryam, the detailed narrative of Jesus (Peace be

upon hlm) blrth has been mentloned.

Allah Almightysays in the Qu/an in Surah Al-e lmran:

'clf il o"t *\t6!l,1qar <v,tf, c* d t,Pt rqW*f"il A x*,g$Auil

,t +5o,t5Srfrtl,fi#t

,r*l$aU*dyr4,]rtW'fuu,llIrilg$rilt'lttat**fuAbfi,5r,lt6

alure r:ZggS.
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(3#r45)

lntheseayaat,ithasbeencleadystatedthatwhentheangelinformedherthatshe

wouldharrcson,shewasshockedandrcadedwlththestatem€ntthat,howitwould

bewh|lenomanhasanertouchedmel.Andtheangelrcplied,thlsishowAllah

createswhathewantsandwhenhedecldessomethlng,hesimplvsayslttobeandit

Gomestobe,'Thlsstatementiscompletelywell.matchedtothestatementmentloned

ingospelofUltelnwtrichMaryrespondedupongreetingsofsonbyaluelwith

surprise.

Few ayaat later, Allah almighty says:

rs:sEr.'dJJ*csf t$fi t uwla,ys A'o+*tt uw'

Thls ayah ls to clear all confuslons about the vlrgln blrth of Je$s (Peace be upon himl

and to answer all those who deny the vlrgin blrth. The logic presented ln thls ayah ls

verysolldthatitisagreeduponbyallChrlstlansaswellaspeopleofotherfalthsthat

Adam(Peacebeuponhim)unsbornwlthoutfatherandmother,lfAlahcandothls

thenwhyhecannotcr€atcJesus(Peacebeuponhim}withoutfather,ofcourseHehas

all the pouvers to do so. so the llnkage between the blrth of Adam (Peace be upon hlml

and Jesus (Peace be upon hlm) is the anidence for vlrgln blrth'

ln surah Maryam, Allah Almighty describes the story of birth of Jesus (Peace be upon

him) in somehow dlfferent words as it statesl

$*t'jt6,fi raw*Wf1il^frgg,-LSlt,t$dI

W*deg.yig3*Tg€l6

wdt#dtww{dtifi

(1e: lclel. lg&[ fl l4l a4 flt$tiJo*Jldtr

tt[



Thls narratlre ls more detalled because ln thls ayah' Maryam (Peace be upon her)

dlstlruulshed two reasons in response to greetings for the bllth of son' Flrstv she

rcspondedthat"howIwouldhavesonwhllenomanhasevertouchedme,.Tltlswas

indlcatlon to las,firl relatlon with man (engagement, marlagef ' The second reason she

plesented ln response to angel's greetings was that'l am not woman of loose moralC

which was indicatlon to unlawful relation with man' Maryam (Peace be upon herl

response to angel acknowledges her vlrglnity at the tlme of blrth'

ThroughcloseanalyslsofvirginbirthintheGloriousQu/an,wefindthatonvarlous

occasions, Allah Almighty pralsed Maryam (Peace be upon her| as 'the one who

guarded her private parf. Qu/an says:

(66:ut.C{#l'1r,:sr'#fi*,'r,J,+zfut*.*a#ltttt6w'fu s'A6o'+6fl 
'Ltt

On another Place, it mentlons:

(21tril.e#dflrl1fl ilrttilt*$,'ttvwwfriwf e'#?d6

The word used In both of abo,e mentloned ayaat is'izi,hly wlrlch ls derived fron

Arabic word '6e' whlch means 'a fortress"' This word glves a sense of making

somethlng 'lnaccesslble" whlch indicates to Maryam's (Peace be upon herl chastlty'

All of abore mentioned ayaat of the Glorious Qu/an and Bible indicates to virgln birth

ofJesus(Peacebeuponhlm}anddenlesAdoptlonlstlcChrlstologywhlchadvocatesthe

fatherhood of Joseph for Jesus (peace be upon him). (eeping this in vlew, we can

concludethatmostofthemodernBlbleversionspresentexaggeratedviewofJesus,s

(Peacebeuporrhim)humanitybyestabllshlnghusbandwiferelationshipbetween

loseph and MarY'
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Concluslon

During the 2Os century and partlcularly in lts second half, Amerlcan Chrlstlans have

seen large number of New Testament translatlons and thls activlty ls stlll going on' The

reason behind thts mass productlon of t{err Testament verslons ls reader oriented

approach whlch is domlnant approach of contemporary tlmes. The lgnltlon point for

emeryence of this apprcach was the use of allegorlcal method for Nemr Testament

lnterprctation ln anclent tlmes whlch later on led to critlcal study of New Testament'

varlous prominent Amerlcan polemlcs and apologstlc scholarc are engaged to deal

wlth the problem of Blblical crltlclsm. Among them, Bart D. Ehrman ls lnfluentlal

sclrolar wlrose books are belng taught at Amerlcan colleges as text books' He speaks

extenslnely thtoughout American universities and semlnarles. He ls considered to be

one of Americas leading textual critics.

Bart D Ehrman has eyaluated tt1e Doctrlnes and lheology of New Testament by

applylng'Postdlctiye" approach through appllcation of Hlstorlcal critical methodology.

The applicatlon of thls method on rellgious doctrlnes is the maJor reason for him to

leane the faith and become a8nostic, slnce rellglon cannot be completely understood

on the basls of hlstorical enidences and mere loglcs. Therc is always somethlng beyond

eyidence is required to be faithfrtl. Nevertheless his influence on contemporary

scholarshlp is wldespread slnce he has received nurnerous academic awards and hls

books are being taught in American colleges as text book'

Due to solld and mnvinclng arguments of Bart D. Ehrman on inerrancl of ilew

Testament, many Amerlcan apologetic scholar hare started admitting that many

dlscrepancies in New Testament cannot be reconciled and therefore l{ew Testament

has not remained inerrant. Mike Licona openty acknowledged during a debate with

Bart D. Ehrman that there are many dlscrepancies In ilfl, Testament which Gannot be

reconciled and thercfore New Testament has not remained inerrant, rather inernngy
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