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“Sanctify them by Your truth.
Your word is truth ... 
I have come into the world,
that I should bear witness to the truth.
Everyone who is of the truth hears My voice.”
(John 17:17, 18:37)
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Which are the actual books of the Old Testament?

Which are the actual books of the New Testament?

Are there ‘lost books of the Bible’? What about the ‘missing’ gospels?

What about the Books of Enoch, Jasher, and Jubilee?

Which books did Jesus cite?

What about the Apocrypha? 

Was the original apostolic canon formed in Asia Minor?

Who maintained the best ‘chain of custody’ of the knowledge of the books?

Are biblical manuscripts accurate? Which are best?

Is one translation inspired to be without any error?

Copyright © 2021/2022/2025, version 2.0 by Nazarene Books. ISBN 978-1-63660-107-6. Booklet produced for the Continuing Church of God and Successor, a corporation sole. 1036 W. Grand Avenue, Grover Beach, California, 93433 USA. 

Cover photo: This is the Rylands Library Papyrus P52, also known as the St. John’s fragment. It is believed to date from around A.D. 100.
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1. Introduction

The Bible is the written revelation of the Creator God for humankind.

Many people accept the Bibles that they see as authentic. Others do not believe the Bible at all.

Some Bibles contain books that others do not contain.

Which books are really inspired by God?

While religious people have argued about this for centuries, is there a way you really can know?

Most books about how we got the Bible overlook scriptures and certain early writings which help provide the answer. So, this book is intended to provide many details that are often overlooked or not emphasized. 

Actually, of the many books on the canon checked by this author, not one of them included certain Arabic and Syrian preserved documents that shed a lot of light on what happened. 

Yet this book has those and more.

Of course, theologians have debated which books should be in the Christian Bible for nearly two thousand years. 

Because of debates and many less than faithful theologians, the modern scholarly consensus is that it took centuries to determine the biblical canon.

But are those scholars correct? 

What if they have overlooked scriptures and misidentified some early writers as Christian who were actually apostate?

Could you accept such a dramatically different conclusion about the formation of the biblical canon?

Can you believe the truth over traditions of humans (Mark 7:9-13)? Should you rely on the Bible believing that you should “let God be true but every man a liar” (Romans 3:4)? 

Can you be confident enough in the Bible that you will face tribulations that Jesus said would come (John 16:33) and “obey God rather than men” (Acts 5:29)? Christians should also be “avoiding the profane and idle babblings and contradictions of what is falsely called knowledge — by professing it some have strayed concerning the faith” (1 Timothy 6:20-21).

Some may find that approach is not ‘scholarly’ enough, whereas others may find citations and references supporting the truth in this book too scholarly. Yet, in an age where people often cannot identify truth, we need to look to the word of God to have a foundation for truth (John 17:17) — which the true Church of God does (cf. 1 Timothy 3:15).

Perhaps it should be mentioned that the word of God, itself, points out that unconverted experts and others who claim knowledge tend to have a veil of blindness (2 Corinthians 3:14-16) and many are “always learning and never able to come to the knowledge of the truth” (2 Timothy 3:7). 

The Bible also warns “of men, who suppress the truth in unrighteousness” (Romans 1:18). And of those, “Professing to be wise” (Romans 1:22) “who exchanged the truth of God for the lie” (Romans 1:25). “And even as they did not like to retain God in their knowledge, God gave them over to a debased mind, to do those things which are not fitting” (Romans 1:28). Do not accept conclusions of “experts” who make statements in conflict with the Bible.

The Bible Text Itself

The Bible was written over a span of about 1500 years, by many writers. There are believed to have been forty men beginning with Moses.

The books in the Bible were originally written on parchments of animal hides or papyrus. These items tend to deteriorate over time. Writing by hand took a long time and was a costly process.

In ancient times, God commanded that anyone who became king of Israel would have to “write for himself a copy of this law” (God’s law) and “read it all the days of his life” (Deuteronomy 17:18-19). This was not a task to be delegated to someone else as God wanted all the Israelitish kings to truly see His words. God’s words are important to know.

Around 1454, Johannes Gutenberg produced the first machine-printed version of the Bible. Since then, the Bible has become the most printed and distributed book of all time. The Guinness Book of World Records estimates between 5 to 7 billion copies of the Bible have been printed (www.guinnessworldrecords.com/world-records/best-selling-book-of-non-fiction -—accessed 11/20/25).

Furthermore, the Bible, in various forms and versions is available in multiple electronic forms, many of which are accessible via the internet or screen-containing cellular telephones.

As of October 2020, the full Bible has been translated into 776 languages, the New Testament has been translated into n additional 1,798 languages and Bible portions or stories into 1,433 other languages, for a total of 4007 languages with at least a portion of the translated Bible (2025 Scripture Access Statistics. Wycliffe Global Alliance. www.wycliffe.net/resources/statistics/ accessed 11/20/25).

The Bible has been a popular, though often improperly maligned, book. 

The Bible Contains the Truth

The truth about the Bible is important for Christians to understand as it helps them better to be able to determine which church is more likely “to contend earnestly for the faith which was once for all delivered to the saints” (Jude 3). The Bible provides certainty for our faith in Jesus (Luke 1:1-4)—thus Christians need to be certain it is true.

Consider something that Jesus prayed: 


17 Sanctify them by Your truth. Your word is truth. (John 17:17)


The truth of God’s word is important. That “word” for us is the Bible. 

Similarly, the Apostle Paul was inspired to write:


13 For this reason we also thank God without ceasing, because when you received the word of God which you heard from us, you welcomed it not as the word of men, but as it is in truth, the word of God, which also effectively works in you who believe. 14 For you, brethren, became imitators of the churches of God which are in Judea in Christ Jesus. (1 Thessalonians 2:13-14)


Yes, we are to accept scripture as the word of the almighty God!

Pay close attention to the following:


2 ... For You have magnified Your word above all Your name. (Psalm 138:2d)


2 ... you have exalted your name and your word above everything (Psalm 138:2d, New Revised Standard Version Catholic Edition)



Notice how much God has exalted His word! Knowing what His word is, therefore, is extremely important.

Yet some wonder, is the Bible accurate?

Yes, it is.

The Bible is inerrant in everything that it affirms. What this means is that while the Bible teaches truth, it also contains errors that it points out. For example, the serpent told Eve, “You shall not surely die” (Genesis 3:4). That was stated by the serpent, but the serpent’s statement was false—and the Bible was clear about that (cf. Genesis 2:17, 5:5).

Christians are not to rely on faulty logic above the Bible. 

Jesus denounced those who relied on tradition above the word of God:


9 ... “All too well you reject the commandment of God, that you may keep your tradition.  ...  13 making the word of God of no effect through your tradition which you have handed down. And many such things you do.” (Mark 7:9,13)


As the Apostle Paul wrote, God’s ministers are those who should be “rightly dividing the word of truth” (2 Timothy 2:15)—and thus need to know what books are truly inspired in order to be able to do that effectively.

As far as truth goes, notice some Old Testament scriptures:


5 Every word of God is pure ... (Proverbs 30:5)

4 For the word of the Lord is right, And all His work is done in truth. (Psalm 33:4)

160 The entirety of Your word is truth, And every one of Your righteous judgments endures forever. (Psalm 119:160)


The word of God is recorded in the book called the Bible. People are to treat the word of God actually as truth (1 Thessalonians 2:13). Christians are to live “by the word of truth” (2 Corinthians 6:7). 

The Apostle Paul wrote:


20 Do not despise prophecies. 21 Test all things; hold fast what is good. (1 Thessalonians 5:20-21)


There is no other book like the Bible. No book has the amount of fulfilled prophecies that the Bible has. In the Bible, God declares He alone is God. Only God can predict the future and always make it come to pass (cf. Isaiah 42:8-9, 46:11). Notice what God states in the Bible:


8 “Remember this, and show yourselves men; Recall to mind, O you transgressors. 9 Remember the former things of old, For I am God, and there is no other; I am God, and there is none like Me, 10 Declaring the end from the beginning, And from ancient times things that are not yet done, Saying, 'My counsel shall stand, And I will do all My pleasure,' 11 Calling a bird of prey from the east, The man who executes My counsel, from a far country. Indeed I have spoken it; I will also bring it to pass. I have purposed it; I will also do it. (Isaiah 46:8-11)


Here, for example, are some details of one fulfilled prophecy:


We read of Tyre in Ezekiel 26:1-3, the Moffatt translation, in a little plainer English:

“In the eleventh year, on the first day of the month” — now this was in 585 B.C. — “this word from the Eternal came to me.” Ezekiel was writing this. ... this man said that the very Word of God came to him, and he wrote it down.

Now this is what God is quoted as saying ... :

“Son of man, since Tyre has gloated over Jerusalem, 'AHA! this door into the nations is broken down! It lies open to me. I shall prosper, now she is laid waste.' Therefore, the Lord, the Eternal utters this sentence: 'Tyre, I am against you ... I will bring many a nation against you, — as the sea brings many a wave.' “

... Let us begin with this third verse from the King James or the Authorized translation, and read on including the fifth verse:

“Therefore, thus saith the Lord God; Behold, I am against thee, O Tyrus, and will cause many nations to come up against thee, as the sea causeth his waves to come up. And they shall destroy the walls of Tyrus, and break down her towers: I will also scrape her dust from her, and make her like the top of a rock. It shall be a place for the spreading of nets [fishers' nets] in the midst of the sea: for I have spoken it, saith the Lord Eternal: and it shall become a spoil to the nations.”

Here is ... one of the two greatest cities of the world, as great in the world in that day as New York or London is today. ... He said that many nations would come up against this Tyre, and attack her. 

For over 1500 years the armed forces of other cities and nations had attacked this proud city of Tyre, but never had any army been able to batter down its walls or actually to invade the city. ...

But let us read on, beginning with Ezekiel 26 — verse 7 on through verse 11: 

“For thus saith God Eternal [here is God quoted as speaking directly, and in the first person]; Behold, I will bring upon Tyrus NEBUCHADNEZZAR, the king of Babylon.”

This becomes quite a specific prophecy. Notice how this prophecy becomes even more specific, beginning with verse 12 on through verse 14. “And THEY” — no longer does God say, “and HE.” It is speaking of “they.” This would mean OTHER NATIONS to follow Nebuchadnezzar. “They shall make spoil of thy riches, and make a prey of thy merchandise: and they [that means other nations following Nebuchadnezzar] shall break down thy walls, and destroy thy pleasant houses: they shall lay thy stones and thy timber and thy dust IN THE MIDST OF THE WATER.” There it is!

God says, “I will cause the noise of thy songs to cease; and the sound of thy harps shall be no more heard. And I will make thee like the top of a rock: thou shalt be a place to spread nets upon; THOU SHALT BE BUILT NO MORE: for I the Eternal have spoken it, saith the Lord God.” ... Notice this prophecy said they would lay the stones, the timber, the soil in the Mediterranean, and after that, Tyre was to be completely destroyed and BUILT NO MORE, NEVER AGAIN TO BE BUILT! ...  

Very soon after the prophecy was uttered there was a 13-year siege by King Nebuchadnezzar exactly as this had been foretold, as the One speaking and saying, “I am God,” said it would happen! ...

Let me quote for you a little of the history of these events from the Encyclopedia Britannica, volume 22 ... under the article “Tyre.” It says: “Tyre, the mistress of the seas, in the 6th century, B.C., endured a 13-years' siege from Nebuchadnezzar.” During this siege, Tyre, as already mentioned, was demolished.

Nebuchadnezzar... did everything that was prophesied for him. But, he did not move the stones, the timber or the soil into the Mediterranean. For about 250 years after Nebuchadnezzar had invaded Tyre, it seemed improbable that that prophecy ever would be completely fulfilled. ... Then, after two and one-half centuries, Alexander the Great came down ...  The CITY of Tyre was completely destroyed. (Armstrong HW. The Proof of the Bible. Ambassador College, 1958, pp. 4-10)


The above source also provided information about nearby Sidon which demonstrated that the prophecy Ezekiel wrote was prior to Tyre’s destruction (some skeptics have falsely claimed otherwise). Note: “Some say Tyre was rebuilt, and even exists today, but they are confusing Phoenician Tyre with Alexandrian Tyre” (Was the Tyre prophecy fulfilled: Ezekiel 26? Belief Map). “The original site is still basically a bare rock, even today. ... The rock Tyre stood on lies just off the coast. The causeway which led to the city which Alexander used to destroy it is now gone. There is a city called Tyre, but it is not at the site which was destroyed by Alexander.”

To see hundreds more biblical predictions that have been fulfilled, check out the free eBook, online at ccog.org, titled Proof Jesus is the Messiah; see also the free eBook Is God’s Existence Logical? The former book exposes errors of objection to scriptural positions put forth by prominent atheists, so we will not deal with those here. The Bible is accurate as originally inspired and does not have contradictions that the ill-informed have claimed.

Books from other religious traditions simply are not in the same category as the Bible.

Christians are sometimes said to be ‘the people of the book.’ That ‘book’ being the Bible.  

The Apostle Paul wrote of “the word of truth, the gospel of your salvation” (Ephesians 1:13) and “the word of the truth of the gospel” (Colossians 1:5).

But many wonder, what really are the books of the Bible? Are there missing gospels? Are any human translations totally perfect?

This book has proofs, scriptures, and facts about which are the true books of the Bible, who maintained the proper chain of custody of the knowledge of those books throughout history, and which manuscripts best contain the true words of God for those who wish to believe the Bible.

2. What is the Canon?

The sum of the books which constitute the Bible is generally referred to as the canon. The Greek term ‘kanon,’ which is called ‘canon’ in English, originally meant ‘measuring rod.’ 

The main theological use of the term canon now has to do with a body of ‘accepted’ scriptures (i.e. those writings that passed the measure). 

From a biblical perspective, the canon of the Old Testament consists of the books considered to be inspired. These books were predominantly originally written in Hebrew (with some Aramaic). The canon of the New Testament consists of books considered to be inspired that were originally predominantly written in Greek (including some Aramaic language quotes).

But there are many questions people have. Such as, who preserved the books of the Old Testament? What are the books of the Hebrew scriptures? When did Christians know what they were?

Where did the term Old Testament come from? What about the New Testament?

Who knew? Did something change? 

Which books were part of the “faith once for all delivered to the saints”  (Jude 3)?

All the faiths that claim to be Christian claim to get some or all of their doctrines from the Bible.

Many are confused as to why certain books are in the Bible and why some books are not in it.

Before going further, pay particular attention to the following that the Apostle Paul wrote:


16 All Scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness, 17 that the man of God may be complete, thoroughly equipped for every good work. (2 Timothy 3:16-17)



The biblical definition of ‘scripture’ is writings that God inspired to be given to humans to read (cf. Matthew 21:42) for the reasons including those that the Apostle Paul was inspired to write. Those who believe the Bible accept Paul’s writings as true (cf. 2 Peter 3:15-16).  

Yet, many fail to consider how the man of God may be complete, thoroughly equipped for every good work once the original apostles were dead and the books that compose the sacred scriptures were not determined until centuries after the apostles died. Did God intend for humans to not be equipped for centuries until councils of men figured it out?

What are all the scriptures that God inspired? 

As far as the books of the New Testament go, understand that the true Church of God, Church of Rome, Eastern Orthodox, and traditional Protestant faiths accept the same 27 books as inspired. Mainly they differ on who determined this and when this was determined (the New Testament will be covered in more detail later), as well as which ancient manuscripts are the most reliable.

As far as the books of the Old Testament go, this a subject of debate between faiths.

Basically, most of the Protestants and the true Church of God point to what are considered now to be 39 books of the Old Testament, whereas the Church of Rome and the Eastern Orthodox point to 46 books. Some Coptics and others have even more. Then, there is also the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints (Mormons) who accept the books that the Protestants and Church of God accept, but then add 15 books that are included in the Book of Mormon, that other faiths do not accept.

Various ones also point to ‘lost books of the Bible’ and claim that other books should be considered on the same level as the accepted books.

How do we know who could be right? Or when the canon was known?

Well, we need to look to the Bible and the available records of early church history to properly determine this.

The Widely Accepted View

But before doing so, let us first consider that the most common and widely accepted view held by Roman Catholic, Eastern Orthodox, and most Protestant scholars is that there were debates over the centuries about which books should be considered as part of the Bible.

That view essentially says that the true Christian church did not really know the sacred books and it took councils a very long time to decide the full list.

Some have claimed that because a 2nd century apostate named Marcion had his own, very limited canon, that this forced the Christian church to eventually develop one (such as perhaps one by Irenaeus in the latter portion of the 2nd century) and that this did not happen in full until at least the 4th century.

We in the Continuing Church of God have a different view on when the true canon was known and do not believe it was the result of any post-apostolic human council (cf. Psalm 119:89). We believe the entire canon was known at or near the time the Book of Revelation was finalized.

Which view is the only one that makes theological sense? 

Is there any historical evidence that supports the view that the canon was known at an early stage?

Certainly there is, and this is something that the reader is challenged to explore and consider.

Roman Catholic Questions and Answers

At this stage, let us consider some explanations from Roman Catholic perspectives.

Catholic Bible 101 put forth the following question and answer:


Does the Bible come from the Church, or does the Church come from the Bible?


The answer is that the Church gave the world the Bible. The Bible does not exist apart from the church, nor does the Church exist apart from the Bible. The Church was established by Jesus Christ around 33 AD, and the New Testament was not finalized in its present form until 382 AD, about 350 years later. Pope St. Damasus I, at the Council of Rome, in 382, proposed the current canon of scripture with 73 books (46 OT + 27 NT). Subsequent councils at Hippo in 393 AD, and at Carthage in 397 AD, ratified this canon as being inspired and complete. Pope Innocent I sent a letter out in the year 405 AD that listed all 73 books as being the total and complete canon of the Christian Bible. The Catholic Bibles of today still have all of these 73 books. ...


Jesus Himself created the Church, about 350 years before the Bible in its present form was canonized by the Church at the Councils of Rome, Hippo, and Carthage. (The Role of The Church According to the Bible. Catholic Bible 101 www.catholicbible101.com/theroleofthechurch.htm accessed 04/13/17).



So, the above claims that after Christians lived for over three centuries, the Bible was determined by Greco-Roman Catholic Church councils. (It, perhaps, should be pointed out that the Bishop of Rome did not take the title Pope until the time of Damasus’ successor Siricius and that 31 A.D. is a closer year as to when Jesus’ established the church than 33 A.D.).

Here is something, unedited, from the Roman Catholic EWTN (Eternal Word Television Network):



Question from Bill Pick on 01-04-2005:


This is a question that was asked of me by a member of the church of christ can you please help with a {sic} answer? If the Roman Catholic church gave the world the Bible, being infallible, then why did Rome reject or question the inspiration of James and Hebrews, then later accept it? Conversely, Rome accepted as scripture books that were later rejected. If the Catholic church really is illuminated by the Holy Spirit so that men can trust her as ‘God’s organization’, why was she so wrong about something so simple? Should not the ‘Holy See’ have known?


Answer by Fr. John Echert on 01-06-2005:


The recognition of the canon of Sacred Scripture was not accomplished in an instant and by an audible voice of declaration from Heaven, but over time and in light of what the Church universally recognized as the works of the Bible. Over time and under the authority of the Church the canon became solidified, and knowing the promise of Christ to Saint Peter and the Church to bind and loose, once the canon was formally declared, we had assurance thereafter that it comprised the whole of the inerrant Word of God.


Thanks, Bill


Father Echert


PS. Never was the Church ‘wrong’ on such a matter, as She never infallibly declared a ‘wrong’ canon. It is one thing to discern over time prior to making an infallible declaration, it is another to declare that which is wrong, which the Church has never done. (Bible and the Church. Question from Bill Pick on 01-04-2005. EWTN Catholic Q&A. www.ewtn.com/v/experts/showmessage_print.asp?number=424051&language=en -—accessed 04/14/17).



This author would not agree with Priest Echert’s position that his church was never wrong on the canon matter. The historical FACT is that the Church of Rome admits that it taught that some non-inspired books were scripture, plus, for a time, it taught at least seven inspired New Testament books were possibly not scripture. Specifically: “the Epistle to the Hebrews, that of James, the Second of St. Peter, the Second and Third of John, Jude, and Apocalypse” (Reid G. Canon of the New Testament. The Catholic Encyclopedia, Volume III. Copyright © 1908 by Robert Appleton Company. Nihil Obstat, November 1, 1908. Remy Lafort, S.T.D., Censor. Imprimatur. +John Cardinal Farley, Archbishop of New York). Thus, Priest Echert’s assertions suggesting otherwise are misleading and inaccurate.

Furthermore, the length of time for the Church of Rome to make an ‘infallible declaration’ on the canon was excessive by all reasonable theological standards.

The New Catholic Encyclopedia specifically states that the dogmatic canon list was not finalized for the Church of Rome until the Council of Trent in the 16th century:


According to Catholic doctrine, the proximate criterion of the Biblical canon is the infallible decision of the Church. This decision was not given until rather late in the history of the Church (at the Council of Trent). Before that time there was some doubt about the canonicity of certain Biblical books, i.e., about their belonging to the canon. (The New Catholic Encyclopedia, McGraw Hill, Copyright 1967, Volume 3, ‘Canon, Biblical’, p. 29)



Although most Protestants do not accept the canon approved by the Council of Trent, their scholars essentially tend to agree that it took centuries to determine the canon (e.g. Bruce FF. The Canon of Scripture. InterVarsityPress, 1988).

Yet, consider something God promised:


5... I will never leave you nor forsake you. 6 So we may boldly say:


“The Lord is my helper; I will not fear. What can man do to me?” (Hebrews 13:5-6)



Would God have forsaken His church by not letting it know what His word was for centuries?

If so, God was not then acting as a “helper” that way. 

The true canon was known much earlier than the Greco-Roman-Protestant-Secular scholars often tend to believe.

Even some non-Church of God scholars have realized the truly canonical books were always the word of God:


Although it is out of vogue in some critical circles today, Christians have traditionally believed that the canon is a collection of books that are given by God to his corporate church.  And if the canonical books are what they are by virtue of the divine purpose for which they were given, and not by virtue of their use or acceptance by the community of faith, then, in principle, they can exist as such apart from that community. After all, aren’t God’s books still God’s books—and therefore still authoritative—prior to anyone using them or recognizing them? (Kruger MJ. Question of Canon, InterVarsity Press, 2013, p. 39)

One thing must be emphatically stated. The New Testament books did not become authoritative for the Church because they were formally included in a canonical list; on the contrary, the Church included them in her canon because she already regarded them as divinely inspired, recognizing their innate worth and generally apostolic authority, direct or indirect. (Bruce FF. The New Testament Documents: Are They Reliable? Wm. B. Eerdmans Publishing, 2003, p. 27)


Yes, it is correct to conclude that councils of men did not change books to be inspired by God. Those that God inspired were always inspired, despite the fact that various Greco-Romans were confused about them. 

Chapters and Verses

Although almost all Bibles have numbered chapters and verses, it should be pointed out that the Bible was not written with inspired chapter breaks, unless you count the individual Psalms in the Book of Psalms. 

In the Middle Ages, various ones came up with chapter breaks and numbered verses. By the 13th century much of what is now commonly used was standardized.

While chapter and verses assignments do make research and finding scriptures much easier, they were not inspired by God. Chapter and verse breaks are not canonical. 

That is something to keep in mind when you read or study the Bible.

As far as Bible study goes, the Bible is the only book inspired by God, but with many parts. Therefore, it should be read reverently and in multiple places to better understand what it truly teaches in terms of doctrine (cf. Isaiah 28:10; Acts 20:27b).

As God intended (Ephesians 4:11-16), true Christian ministers have long been available to assist in the understanding of the scriptures (Nehemiah 8:1-7; Acts 8:26-35). They also know the true canon that has been passed down since the time of the Apostle John.

3. The Hebrew Scriptures

The original language for nearly all of what is often called the Old Testament was Hebrew.

The first five books of the Bible were mainly written by Moses. Notice the following:



4 And Moses wrote all the words of the Lord ... (Exodus 24:4a)


24 ... Moses had completed writing the words of this law in a book, when they were finished, 25 that Moses commanded the Levites, who bore the ark of the covenant of the Lord, saying: 26 “Take this Book of the Law, and put it beside the ark of the covenant of the Lord your God (Deuteronomy 31:24b-26)



After writing, Moses wanted them protected.

Since the time of Moses, the Jews and Levites preserved and copied them. They knew what the other inspired books were and taught from them. Later those books, and later canonical books, were placed in the Temple (which was destroyed in 70 A.D.).

Jesus said:


46 For if you believed Moses, you would believe Me; for he wrote about Me.  47 But if you do not believe his writings, how will you believe My words? (John 5:46-47)



Jesus declared therefore that Moses did write the books, which of course means that Moses could write in the 15th century B.C.E. Those who believe Jesus accept this.

Secular scholars, however, generally do not believe that Moses wrote the books. They basically claim that ancient Hebrew (sometimes called Paleo-Hebrew) did not exist before the 10th century B.C.E., hence it was not possible. Those of us who believe the words of Jesus must agree that somehow Moses did write what Jesus said he did, hence there was some type of written ‘Hebrew’ language.

Some less secular scholars believe that Moses wrote in something like Proto-Sinaitic, also referred to as Proto-Canaanite (Aschmann R. When Was Hebrew First Written? © Richard P. Aschmann. Last updated: 25-Apr-2019), a language that was related to Phoenician which had 22 consonants and no vowels, like ancient Hebrew did (Sáenz-Badillos A. A History of the Hebrew Language. Cambridge University Press, 1996, pp. 16-17).

Some others, like Dr. Doug Petrovich, assert that the alphabetical Hebrew language essentially was derived from Egyptian hieroglyphics and was the earliest prototype of modern languages, perhaps initially developed by Israel’s son Joseph (Petrovich D. The World’s Oldest Alphabet: Hebrew As The Language Of The Proto-Consonantal Script. Carta Jerusalem, 2016, pp. 28-33; Berkowitz AE. Did Moses Really Write the Bible? Breaking Israel News, February 28, 2019). This is consistent with a finding from Yale’s Egyptologist John Coleman Darnell about the timing of the earliest alphabetic writing (Darnell JC. Egypt Carvings Set Earlier Date for Alphabet. The New York Times, Nov. 14, 1999).

Furthermore:


Proto-Sinaitic texts discovered in the ancient Egyptian turquoise mines of Serabit el-Khadem in Sinai—are generally dated to the 19th century B.C.E., ... are thought to have been written by Canaanite workers, adapted Egyptian hieroglyphs to serve as written symbols for distinct alphabetic sounds. (Early Alphabetic Writing Found at Lachish. Biblical Archaeology Society, April 20,2021; Goldwasser, O. How the Alphabet Was Born from Hieroglyphs.” Biblical Archaeology Review, March/April 2010)



According to Dr. Petrovich’s translation of certain inscriptions found in Egypt, one dating to 1842 BC., includes the phrase,  “Hebrews of Bethel, the beloved.”  He also asserts there were three inscriptions naming three biblical people.  These, he said, were Asenath, the wife of Joseph (Genesis 41:45), Ahisamach, the father of one of the craftsmen who would build the Tabernacle (Exodus 35:34), and Moses. Dr. Petrovich says that the Moses related one dates to 1446 BC, a possible year of the Exodus. 

Some critics claim Dr. Petrovich misunderstands aspects of Hebrew grammar, and have denounced his conclusions.

That being said, Dr. Petrovich wrote:


Sinai 115 ... called the Renefsheri Stele ... Sinai 115 ... indeed mentions six Hebrews, as has been argued here, the oldest extrabiblical reference to Hebrews/Israelites (ca. 1842 BC) ...


Sinai 377 is a rock inscription ... Sinai 377 holds the honor of being the oldest extant, fully Hebrew, proto-consonantal inscription yet known. Dating precisely to 1840 BC, thanks to the accompanying ME inscription (Sinai 46) ...


Hebrew has the distinction of being the world’s first alphabet, the one from which Phoenician and every other alphabetic script in the history of the world has been derived. (ibid, pp. 15, 28,29,35,192)



Whether or not Hebrew was the world’s first alphabet (plus there were cuneiform writing systems earlier), the dates of Sinai 115 and Sinai 377 were several centuries before Moses was born (cf. Genesis 50:24-25; Exodus 7:7; 12:40-41, 13:19)—which would have been around 1526 B.C. (based on an Exodus date of c. 1446 B.C. and Moses being 80 years old at the time per Exodus 7:7).

Consider that Moses was considered the educated son of Pharaoh’s daughter (Exodus 2:10). Stephen the martyr declared:


22 And Moses was learned in all the wisdom of the Egyptians, and was mighty in words and deeds. (Acts 7:22)



Since Moses was educated in Egypt, he would have been able to read hieroglyphics, but likely also was trained in other scripts, like perhaps some proto-Canaanite or proto-Phoenician and/or proto-Hebrew.

Either way, Moses did write the books in some type of Hebrew or proto-Hebrew/Phoenician script that Jesus and biblical writers said he did, irrespective of scholarly disputes (cf. Romans 3:4). Those books were preserved by the Levites and the Jews (cf. Deuteronomy 31:25-26; Romans 3:1-2).

What about Jesus, Christians, and the Bible?

Jesus, quoting Deuteronomy 8:3 (which Moses wrote), said:


4 It is written, “Man shall not live by bread alone, but by every word of God.” (Matthew 4:4)



Since it was ‘written’ that humans are to live by every word of God, is it not theologically improper to state that the true Church would not have the finalized canon until centuries after Jesus was resurrected?

Also, consider that Jesus often referred to various passages in the Old Testament as scripture (e.g. Matthew 12:18-21; Luke 4:21; John 7:38; 13:18; 17:12).

Does anyone really think that Jesus did not know which books of the Old Testament were inspired? 

Not only did Jesus know the canon of the Old Testament (e.g. Luke 4:21), He essentially taught that the Jewish leaders in His area knew what the Hebrew scriptures were as well (cf. Matthew 12:3,5; 19:4; 22:29). And, of course, His disciples, and the Apostle Paul would have known them as well.

Why Don’t





















































































































































































































































































	1 Esdras

	Prayer of Manasseh

	3 Maccabees

	4 Maccabees

	Psalm 151 (in the Septuagint)

	Odes
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	The Jews in Palestine were tasked with preserving the books of the Old Testament, which were almost exclusively written in Hebrew and naturally contained no Greek.  

	The originally accepted Old Testament contained 39 books as we now tend to count them.

	The oldest text fragments known are Hebrew ones dating from c. 7th century B.C., with parts of the Greek (Septuagint) text from the 2nd century B.C.

	Jesus and His disciples knew the true Old Testament books, which were those preserved by the Jews in Palestine/Judea. 

	In the second century A.D., Polycarp told the Philippians that they were “well versed in the Sacred Scriptures” which points to the fact that in order to do so, they had to know what they were.

	In the 2nd century A.D., Melito, Bishop of the Church of God in Sardis (and a saint even according to Roman Catholic sources), verified that list (the so-called protocanonical books) and did not include one book from the additional ones that the Hellenists preserved (sometimes called deuterocanonical books).

	In the late 2nd century, Polycrates of Ephesus said he and others had “gone through every Holy scripture.”

	In the early 3rd century, Serapion of Antioch stated that the books of the Bible had been handed down.

	In the 3rd and 4th century, Lucian of Antioch made translations of the Hebrew text and improved the Greek translation of it. 

	In the 4th and 5th century, the Roman Catholic saint and doctor of that church, Jerome, put together the Latin Vulgate after consulting with Jews and Christians in Palestine.

	Jerome finished the translation in 405 A.D. and stated that he was essentially forced to include the so-called deuterocanonical books and said that  they were not appropriate to be considered as scripture.

	Nazarene Christians said that God had given them the Bible.

	Proto-Waldenses and Waldenses preserved scripture during the Middle Ages. 

	It took the Church of Rome until 1546 to finalize their canon.

	The Eastern Orthodox believe that the translation from the Hebrew to Greek resulted in a superior Old Testament than the original that God inspired Moses and others to write.

	It took the Eastern Orthodox until 1672 to essentially finalize their canon — which includes books that the Protestant and Roman Catholics do not accept as canonical.

	It was not until 1826 that many of the Protestants stopped including the deuterocanonical books in their Bibles.

	The true Church of God never considered that the deuterocanonical books were inspired scripture.

	Because of various scriptures, it is theologically improper to believe that God would allow His true Church to not know which books of the Old Testament He inspired until centuries after Jesus died (cf. Acts 17:11; 2 Timothy 3:16-17).



















































































































































































































































































































































































	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































The Wrong Language












Was Syriac “The Language of Jesus”? 

































































	1. Abraham; 2. Isaac; 3. Jacob; 4. Judah; 5. Perez; 6. Hezron; 7. Ram; 8. Aminadab; 9. Naasson; 10. Salma; 11. Boaz; 12. Obed; 13. Jesse; 14. David.














































	The earliest New Testament manuscripts are in Greek. The Greek Rylands P52 is from 90-125 A.D., with A.D. 100 the apparent date that document was written.

	There are no known truly ancient New Testament manuscripts found in Hebrew.

	An Aramaic New Testament was not around until later centuries — with the Syriac dating to the 4th century.

	What seems to be the earliest Aramaic manuscript dates from 464 A.D. (Lasater, p. 199)

	Those in Jesus’ time did not speak the form of Syriac which the Aramaic translations are predominantly based upon.

	Having to repeat certain statements twice in Aramaic, as opposed to Aramaic and the Greek translation, in places like Matthew 27:46 and Mark 15:34 seems to disprove the Aramaic hypothesis. It makes sense to have the Greek translation of Aramaic in a Greek text, but not the other way around.

	The author of Rauch Qadim points to his language being “sacred.” The Bible does not teach that.

	The fact of Jesus speaking in Aramaic and Greek not being the native language of most of the NT writers accounts for seemingly unusual translations into Greek — the so-called “bad idiom transfers.”

	Scholars of ancient Greek have consistently concluded that, the literary quality of the Greek of the NT books (including Matthew and Mark) point to Greek being the original and not a translation.

	The Jews stopped using YHWH centuries before Jesus and switched to using the term Adonai, meaning Lord.

	This is also consistent with the Septuagint version of the Old Testament which uses the term Kurios, Lord, in the Greek. 

	Luke and Paul clearly knew Greek (Acts 21:37-39) and we have reasons to see that other New Testament writers did as well.

	The fact is that Greek was the language used in the Eastern Roman Empire. Most of the books of the New Testament were written to those who were Greek-speaking Gentiles. It would not be logical that Aramaic (or Hebrew) would have been used as the original language when Jesus’ followers were intended to reach the world. (Matthew 24:14; 28:19-20)

	Nearly all (at least 19 – 24) of the books of the New Testament were written to people in predominantly Greek speaking areas.

	The vast bulk of early post New Testament writings were written in Greek and they quoted the Greek New Testament.











	It was the first complete Bible in English — in fact, the first complete Bible in any modern European language!







	It indirectly began to break down the power structures of the political-religious machinery of the Roman Catholic church. (1. From Wycliffe to King James (The Period of Challenge). Bible.org, March 21, 2001)
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