Notes – Evidence for the Bible Pt. 16

· Today – we will go through issues
· Serious issues in our Bible
· Where the manuscripts disagree
· Verses in your Bible that don’t belong in the Bible
· Used by skeptics (like Bart Ehrman) to undermine faith 
· We should not be afraid of the truth, just afraid of knowing so little that the skeptics rendition becomes our version of truth
· Review	
· Over 20,000 copies (about 5800 in Greek) 
· We reconstruct the original from these
· 400,000 variants
· This number is used out of context to deceive
· To imply we have no idea what the originals said
· This number is small, given the number of manuscripts
· 5,800+ Greek
· 75% are nonsense or spelling errors (aka “typo”)
· 2nd largest group – synonyms, word order changes, untranslatable issues
· Meaningful but not viable
· Over 99% non-issues
· Our question is “is there any bearing on what the original said”
· Less than 1% both meaningful and viable
· 1,500-2,000
· This is the only place where you can say that the text is in question!
· But, we aren’t clueless, we just have questions.
· It’s like imagine 2 copies
· 250 places of variation
· 99% of them don’t matter
· 2 or 3 places of difficulty
· The large number of copies is why there are so many variants
· but these DON’T mean we don’t have the text
· Dan Wallace “these differences are, for the most part, absolutely irrelevant”
· Skeptics never talk about this big picture
· They distort
· Why?
· Because it’s not powerful to say “you Christians think you have the Bible but it has been copied and recopied so much that less than 1% of passages require some critical thinking to consider their original reading. And whichever original reading you take it doesn’t impact your doctrine. So, there.”
· Last week – QUANTITY of variants
· This week – continue on QUALITY of variants
· Rare moments when the variants MATTER
· Where the manuscripts disagree
· Some tough questions – but let’s work through it and see the end
· Perspective on verses in question
· 2 places where 12 verse portions are, or so it seems, additions
· John 7:53-8:11
· Mark 16:9-20
· 12 places where 1 or 2 verses are in question 
· The rest are short phrases, clauses and individual words
Great book – King James Only Controversy by James White
Consequential
· Important - We can usually tell which reading is authentic
Inconsequential 
· Mark 1:14
· Mark 1:14 (NASB95) 14Now after John had been taken into custody, Jesus came into Galilee, preaching the gospel of God, 
· Mark 1:14 (AV) 14Now after that John was put in prison, Jesus came into Galilee, preaching the gospel of the kingdom of God, 
· This is an example of a typical “significant” variant
· That is super important!
· The skeptics want to give you atypical examples and lead you to think they are typical. They aren’t.
· Matt 16:20 
· Matthew 16:20 (NKJV) 20Then He commanded His disciples that they should tell no one that He was Jesus the Christ. 
· Matthew 16:20 (NASB95) 20Then He warned the disciples that they should tell no one that He was the Christ. 
· Meaningful? Yes  Viable? Yes 
· Important? no
· Expansion of piety – making names longer
· Jesus/Lord
· A very large number of these
· List of places where this happens
· Matt 4:18 – Jesus
· Matt 12:25 – Jesus
· Mark 2:15 – Jesus
· Mark 10:52 – Jesus
· Luke 24:36 – Jesus
· Ants 19:10 – Lord Jesus
· 1 Cor 16:22 – Jesus Christ
· Acts 19:4 – Christ
· 1 Cor 9:1  - Christ
· 2 Cor 4:10 – Lord
· Heb 3:1 – Christ
· 1 John 1:7 – Christ 
· Rev 1:9 – Christ
· Rev 12:17 – Christ
· 1 Thes 3:11 – Christ
· 2 Cor 5:18 – Jesus
· Acts 15:11 – Christ
· Acts 16:31 – Christ
· 1 Cor 5:4 – Christ
· 2 Cor 11:31 – Christ
· 2 Thes 1:8 – Christ
· 2 Thes 1:12 – Christ
· 2 John 3 – the Lord
· No problem here
· Matt 21:12
· Matthew 21:12 (NKJV) 12Then Jesus went into the temple of God and drove out all those who bought and sold in the temple, and overturned the tables of the money changers and the seats of those who sold doves. 
· Matthew 21:12 (ESV) 12And Jesus entered the temple and drove out all who sold and bought in the temple, and he overturned the tables of the money-changers and the seats of those who sold pigeons. 
· Only one temple is possible here
· Matt 24:36 “nor the son”
· Later manuscripts
· Matthew 24:36 (NKJV) “But of that day and hour no one knows, not even the angels of heaven, but My Father only. 
· Earlier manuscripts
· Matthew 24:36 (ESV) 36“But concerning that day and hour no one knows, not even the angels of heaven, nor the Son, but the Father only. 
· Earliest manuscript that drops “nor the Son” is in the 10th century 
· Only 1 Greek manuscript doesn’t have “not the Son”
· How can I say this doesn’t matter?
· Mark 13:32 “But of that day and hour no one knows, not even the angels in heaven, nor the Son, but only the Father. 
· The same scribes who drop it in Matthew KEEP IT in Mark (4 gospel codex)
· It’s not a question about what Jesus said but whether Matthew recorded more or less of the quote
· Shortening quotes isn’t a problem, we do that today
· Even without “nor the Son” it still implies Jesus doesn’t know
· An entire verse missing Mark 7:16 16If anyone has ears to hear, let him hear!” 
· Completely missing in the oldest manuscripts
· Mark 4:9 and 23 (it shows up concluding a teaching)
· They didn’t delete it… it’s still in those other verses
· Perhaps it was added because it was at the conclusion of Jesus’ teaching
 “matters” but not that much
· Matt 1:25 (NKJV) and did not know her till she had brought forth her firstborn Son. And he called His name Jesus. 
· Matthew 1:25 (NASB95) 25but kept her a virgin until she gave birth to a Son; and he called His name Jesus. 
· “Firstborn” borrowed from Luke 2:7
· Harmonization
· More examples of harmonization
· Matthew 8:29 (NKJV) 29And suddenly they cried out, saying, “What have we to do with You, Jesus, You Son of God? Have You come here to torment us before the time?” 
· Matthew 8:29 (NIV84) 29“What do you want with us, Son of God?” they shouted. “Have you come here to torture us before the appointed time?” 
· “Jesus” comes from Mark 1:24 
· Matthew 20:16 (NKJV) 16So the last will be first, and the first last. For many are called, but few chosen.” 
· Matthew 20:16 (NIV84) 16“So the last will be first, and the first will be last.” 
· “many are called but few are chosen” added from Matt 22:14
· Obviously, this isn’t malicious, it’s included in the same manuscripts in 22:14
· Matthew 25:13 (NKJV) 13“Watch therefore, for you know neither the day nor the hour in which the Son of Man is coming. 
· Matthew 25:13 (NIV84) 13“Therefore keep watch, because you do not know the day or the hour. 
· From Matthew 24:44 (NKJV) 44Therefore you also be ready, for the Son of Man is coming at an hour you do not expect.
· Matthew 27:35 (NKJV) 35Then they crucified Him, and divided His garments, casting lots, that it might be fulfilled which was spoken by the prophet: “They divided My garments among them, And for My clothing they cast lots.” 
· Matthew 27:35 (NASB95) 35And when they had crucified Him, they divided up His garments among themselves by casting lots. 
· John 19:24 (NASB95) 24So they said to one another, “Let us not tear it, but cast lots for it, to decide whose it shall be”; this was to fulfill the Scripture: “They divided My outer garments among them, and for My clothing they cast lots.” 
· The same manuscripts that DON’T have it in Matt 27:35 do have it in John 19:24
· Colossians 1:14 (NKJV) 14in whom we have redemption through His blood, the forgiveness of sins. 
· Colossians 1:14 (NASB95) 14in whom we have redemption, the forgiveness of sins. 
· Ephesians 1:7 (NASB95) 7In Him we have redemption through His blood, the forgiveness of our trespasses, according to the riches of His grace 
· Romans 8:1
· Romans 8:1 (NKJV)1There is therefore now no condemnation to those who are in Christ Jesus, who do not walk according to the flesh, but according to the Spirit. 
· Not there
· Romans 8:1 (NASB95) 1Therefore there is now no condemnation for those who are in Christ Jesus. 
· Verse 4
· A different example of addition
· Matthew 15:8 (AV) 8This people draweth nigh unto me with their mouth, and honoureth me with their lips; but their heart is far from me. 
· Matthew 15:8 (NIV84) “ ‘These people honor me with their lips, but their hearts are far from me. 
· Quoting the rest of Isaiah 29:13 
· This is not uncommon. 
· Imagine if you hear “For God so loved the world that He gave His only Son”
· 1- quoting the rest of a passage
· 2- correcting a paraphrase to a quote
· An example where EITHER is possible
· Mark 10:24 (AV) 24And the disciples were astonished at his words. But Jesus answereth again, and saith unto them, Children, how hard is it for them that trust in riches to enter into the kingdom of God! 
· Mark 10:24 (NIV84) 24The disciples were amazed at his words. But Jesus said again, “Children, how hard it is to enter the kingdom of God! 
· It’s in all but 4 manuscripts
· But they are good sources 
· There is some reason to see why it was added (to connect it to the passage about a “rich man”
· So, it’s included with footnotes
· Does this mean we have lost the text?
· No, it’s not like ANY reading is possible, only EITHER
· Perspective on these issues
· Rev 1:4 = bad grammar?
· After “from” you can’t say “he”
· This is really bad
· Later scribes fix it
· Ex 3:14 “I am who I am” – ego eimi ho on
· Rev 1:4 “he who is” – ho on
· Do you believe in “we the people” 
· Rev 13:18 – 666 or 616
· New manuscript that reads 616… it’s our oldest
· What impact does this have?
· Doesn’t change our faith
· This reading is preserved
· Mark 9:44, 46 & 48
· “where their worm dies not and the fire is not quenched”
· Older manuscripts omit this in 44 and 46
· It’s still in 48
· Meaningful, viable and not really impactful.
· Transposition (importing text from other gospels) or NT books
· John 5:4 (NKJV) For an angel went down at a certain time into the pool and stirred up the water; then whoever stepped in first, after the stirring of the water, was made well of whatever disease he had. 
· This verse was probably a commentary that was put into the passage
· Ancient manuscripts have it with markings indicating it wasn’t in all the copies that scribe had
· 1 John 5:7
· 1 John 5:7 (NKJV) For there are three that bear witness in heaven: the Father, the Word, and the Holy Spirit; and these three are one. 
· 1 John 5:7 (NASB95) 7For there are three that testify: 
· Erasmus compiled the Greek that was largely used for the KJV
· He didn’t include 1 Jn 5:7 in the 1st two editions because it wasn’t in any manuscripts he could find
· Less than 10 total manuscripts contain it
· None from earlier than the 10th century
· No church fathers quote it *****
· But latin?
· The doctrine of the trinity doesn’t hang on this verse
· Or any one verse
· It’s FORCED upon us
· Not only is the Trinity in the rest of Scripture, it was well established as a doctrine in the church long before the FIRST appearance of this variant
· It came from the doctrine, the doctrine doesn’t come from it.
· While true, it isn’t original.
· Mark 16:9-20
· In the majority but our two earliest lack this passage
· Where did this ending come from?
· Matthew, Luke and Acts
· Multiple versions of it
· John 8 – 
· missing from every Greek manuscript from the first 5th century
· Codex Bezae: a very eccentric copy (odd stuff)
· earliest church fathers omit it. They don’t mention it
· the text flows really well if you drop it 
· no Eastern church father cite it till the 10th century
· when it does appear in biblical texts it occurs in 4 other places
· after 7:36, 7:44, 21:25 or even in luke after 21:38
· they say the style and vocab don’t match the rest of the gospel of John (personally this is not as impressive to me)
· But, did it happen?
· Metzger thinks it’s historical 
· has the earmarks of genuine history
· is totally consistent with Jesus (let me remind you of the false gospels)
· can God use it?
· Of course!
WHY are these passages still in?
· Tradition of timidity
· Inclusion to be safe (just in case)

· Importante!
· Understanding the implications of these variants
· Does this call all the NT into question?
· No, it affirms it
· Why? 
· 2 reasons
· 1- We can actually make judgment calls!
· Some say “this doesn’t belong” then say “you don’t know what belongs”
· If we had no idea it would be a problem 
· 2- Because THAT IS IT!

What doctrines are depend on debated passages?
· Get your notes ready
· None
· Not the deity of Christ
· Not the virgin birth of Christ
· Not salvation by faith
· Not the atoning death
· Not the resurrection
· Not heaven, or hell
· This is remarkable 
· Even if you made the wrong choice on which variants…. You don’t have heresy!!!
· Big picture stuff
· Could we discover something that totally changes the Bible?
· In the last 150 years we have discovered many, very early manuscripts
· Not ONE new reading has been introduced!
· We are confirming readings not coming up with a new Bible
· As time goes on, we are only getting MORE certain of the original text.
· Skeptics, “your hand is showing”
· They sometimes give details
· ALWAYS John 8, Mark 16, 1 John 5
· As IF they are representative.
· They are the exception, not the rule
· How deceptive
· My struggle – how do I show you that the Bible hasn’t been changed, because this is the case, but the data can be overwhelming
· Good scholarship would gather the authentic readings into a text and use it to translate. 
· Skeptics would gather all the inauthentic readings into web site and use it to pretend the authentic ones don’t exist. 
· Some want to use the exception to the rule as if it proves the rule wrong. We must remember that the exception only exists because of the rule. 
· These passages PROVE that we do have the original readings
· The ability to point to something and say “that’s not in the original” only exists because we can determine, from evidence, the original. 
· Imagine if you had a fleet of 100 trucks
· And their tires were inspected
· The inspection results came back and said “you have 3 flat tires!”
· And you conclude “3 flats! Maybe ALL the tires are flat!”
· OR if you collected signatures from Washington
· You have 100 signatures; they confirm 99 but say “one isn’t his”
· Has the Bible been changed by scribes so much that we can’t recover its original text?
· No, it’s been copied by scribes SO MUCH that we can’t LOSE the original text!
· It’s remarkable
· That we still have the original
· If not a bit extra
· That those additions which came into SOME translations were orthodox
· Whatever was in there was solid info
· Head and heart issue
· Head = no reason to doubt we have the word of God
· Heart = you need to catch up to the head
· It’s not like these verses in question have been in all the Bible since forever
· 1 John 5:7 wasn’t really standard till the 1500s and then only in some languages
· The German Bible hasn’t had this issue
· First appearance in 10th century MS but found in a much LATER, MARGINAL note.
· In 14th century it is found in the text itself.
· Mark 16 was said, in the 400s to be absent from the majority of manuscripts
· We have no evidence John 8 was widely distributed until 1,000 years after Jesus
· The English translation you are using isn’t what believers have always used

Next WEEK – translations.


 

Bad attitudes: all or nothing – this promotes unbelief
John 1:18 “only begotten God”




What variants are unresolved!??
· Mark 3:32 (AV) 32And the multitude sat about him, and they said unto him, Behold, thy mother and thy brethren without seek for thee. 
· Mark 3:32 (NRSV) 32A crowd was sitting around him; and they said to him, “Your mother and your brothers and sisters are outside, asking for you.” 
· ? 
· Matt 13:56 affirms that Jesus had sisters
· Mark 7:9 – establish vs keep
· In Greek these are almost the same word
· Mark 7:9 (AV) 9And he said unto them, Full well ye reject the commandment of God, that ye may keep your own tradition. 
· Mark 7:9 (ESV) 9And he said to them, “You have a fine way of rejecting the commandment of God in order to establish your tradition! 
· John 11:33 anger or compassion
· Mark 1:41 (AV) 41And Jesus, moved with compassion, put forth his hand, and touched him, and saith unto him, I will; be thou clean. 
· Mark 1:41 (TNIV) 
· 41Jesus was indignant. He reached out his hand and touched the man. “I am willing,” he said. “Be clean!” 
· Most manuscripts say moved with compassion, but they can’t think of why the few would switch compassion with anger.
· The words aren’t an easy mix-up 
· Scribes don’t seem to be likely to go from compassion to anger
· But, most manuscripts say compassion
· These are typical examples of unresolved variants
· Unresolved variants…
· Are very RARE
· Tend to affect the meaning very little
· Are included with footnotes in most translations. 
Worldviews that want the Bible to be distorted/edited/lost
	Secularists, atheists, Muslims, Mormons, cultists, 



SORT
· John 1:34 
· What did John the Baptist say?
· “this is the Son of God”
· “this is the Chosen One of God”

· Meaningful?
· For or and



KJV – they had 7 Greek manuscripts (compared to over 5,800 today) and the earliest was from the 10th century. Our earliest are from the very beginning of the 2nd. 
	KJV – 7 manuscripts – earliest from 11th century
	Today – 5800+ manuscripts – earliest from early 2nd century
		Nearly 1000x more, nearly 1000 years earlier



Constantine – 313 made Christianity a religion elicita (in the 380s Christianity was made the religion of the empire)
































NT From James White - https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LuiayuxWwuI 
· 1 meaningful variant every 3 pages
· But only half of them are viable 
· As in, there is any chance at all that it competes to be the original
· 1500-2000 meaningful NT textual variants  (not over 400,000)
· More manuscripts = more variants
· 5,700+ manuscripts (averaging 200 pages long)
· These aren’t always Matthew-Revelation
· They are hand written
· 1.3 million pages!
· 1500-2000 meaninful variants!
· After 100s of years of transmission!


For a later video -----
http://alwaysbeready.com/extrabiblical-historical-sources-corroborate-the-bible  - 50 OT and 30 NT people confirmed, including Herod’s manner of death – also flood accounts – and much more!

Extra-biblical mentions of people/events in NT – including the darkness at the cross    https://carm.org/non-biblical-accounts-new-testament-events-andor-people

Ossuary of James - http://www.beliefnet.com/faiths/christianity/2002/10/the-most-important-extrabiblical-evidence-of-its-kind.aspx 

Not to be used as a source but it is footnoted - https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_biblical_figures_identified_in_extra-biblical_sources 



BART EHRMAN’S TOP TEN TROUBLESOME VERSES, answered. http://coldcasechristianity.com/2016/investigating-bart-ehrmans-top-ten-troublesome-bible-verses/ 



Example of different scribal works


Early doesn’t always mean better
P66 – late 2nd century document – more interested in calligraphy than accuracy
P75 – early 3rd century, maybe late 2nd – it’s not artistic, but it’s very accurate (writing one or two letters at most). His mistakes are easy to find, cat vs cta.




WHICH translation should I use???




Questions I would have for Dan Wallace
How many variants are associated with (and therefore resolved) by dealing with the ending of Mark?

Is this math somewhat accurate in showing that a large number of variants is reasonable without worrying about losing the original reading?
	suppose we have 400,000 variants
suppose we generalize about our textual witnesses and say, rather than a complex assortment of different sized manuscripts, we have 1,600 full copies of the New Testament (this comes from Dan’s article saying that we have about 1,600 witnesses for any given verse) https://bible.org/article/number-textual-variants-evangelical-miscalculation  

400,000 variants among 1,600 copies means about 250 unique variants per copy.
If 99% of those are inconsequential we have 2.5 unique variants per copy. 
Now, suppose we had only two witnesses, not 1600. And they were (after factoring in easily resolves variants) the same except for 2 or 3 variants. How confident would we be? Very! Add a third which offers 2 or three more variants and helps resolve the ones already in the first two. Add more till we have thousands and a great wealth of info to resolve the variants. 
This seems to me, if presented well, to help a layman understand the goodness of the situation when it comes to manuscripts and variants. 


