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VESTIGIAL organs are parts 
of the human body that, 
in many cases, were once 

thought by many evolutionists to 
be virtually useless leftovers from 
previous species in the human evolu-
tionary ancestry that have yet to be 
eliminated from the body.1 In 1895, 
German anatomist Robert Wieder-
sheim made a list of 86 organs that 
he considered “wholly” or at least 

“in part functionless,”2 which have 
subsequently been shown to be 
useful as more study has been con-
ducted on those organs over the 
decades. The Theory of Evolution 
predicts that such vestigial organs 
should exist, and yet not one organ 
has been found on the human body 
that does not have a legitimate func-
tion, effectively falsifying evolution. 
Vestigial organs are still listed among 
the alleged evidences for evolution 
in most textbooks, even though the 
examples given (e.g., wisdom teeth, 
the tonsils, the coccyx, the appen-
dix, the parathyroid, hair, and the 
male nipple) have, long ago, been 
shown to be useful components of 
the human body. 

Some have, thankfully, given up 
on the vestigial organ argument 
but, unfortunately, have “updated” 
it with a more “modern” version: the 
vestigial gene argument. As evolu-
tionary geneticist of the University 
of Chicago Jerry Coyne explained, 

[W]hen a trait is no longer used, 
or becomes reduced, the genes 

that make it don’t instantly disap-
pear from the genome: Evolution 
stops their action by inactivat-
ing them, not snipping them out 
of the DNA. From this we can 
make a prediction. We expect to 
find, in the genomes of many spe-
cies, silenced, or “dead,” genes: 
genes that once were useful but 
are no longer intact or expressed. 
In other words, there should be 
vestigial genes.3 

He, and many others, believe that is 
exactly what we see in the human 
genome: vestigial genes, “pseudo-
genes,” or “Junk DNA.” Creation-
ists argue that all DNA serves a 
purpose (even if we do not yet fully 
understand it), having been created 
by God. The only exceptions would, 
perhaps, be in those rare cases where 
genetic entropy or mutations have, 
over the centuries, harmed the origi-
nal DNA as God designed it, affect-
ing its function.4 

Don’t miss an important point 
in Coyne’s statement: according to 
Coyne, evolution would “predict” 
that junk DNA exists. In a scientific 
context, a “prediction” is a techni-
cal term. When a scientific theory 
is developed, if it is a legitimate 
scientific theory, it should have the 
ability to make predictions that can 
be verified or falsified upon further 
study (i.e., “If theory X is true, then 
we will find Y.”). If the predictions 
are verified, it does not necessar-
ily “prove” the theory. Instead, it 
gathers support for the theory and 

shows it to have greater “explanatory 
power”—the ability to explain more 
evidence. While verified predictions 
do not necessarily prove a theory, if 
the predictions are found to be false 
upon examination of the evidence, 
the theory is falsified (at least, 
that version of the theory).5 Unfor-
tunately for evolutionists, as with 
vestigial organs, as scientists further 
examine the human genome, they 
are discovering that evolutionists, 
once again, have been too rash in 
claiming they have found evidence 
for evolution. A growing arsenal of 
evidence is overwhelmingly falsify-
ing an evolutionary prediction.

Jonathan Wells is a molecular 
and cell biologist of the Center for 
Science and Culture at the Discov-
ery Institute in Seattle. In his 2011 
book, The Myth of Junk DNA, he 
cites several prominent evolutionists 
who use the “Junk DNA” argument. 
He responded: 

The arguments by Dawkins, 
Miller, Shermer, Collins, Kitcher, 
Coyne and Avise rest on the 
premise that most non-protein-
coding DNA is junk, without 
any significant biological func-
tion. Yet a virtual flood of recent 
evidence shows that they are 
mistaken: Much of the DNA 
they claim to be “junk” actually 
performs important functions 
in living cells. The following 
chapters cite hundreds of scien-
tific articles…that testify to those 
functions—and those articles are 
only a small sample of a large and 
growing body of literature on the 
subject.6

The evidence against the Junk DNA 
argument was already growing by 
leaps and bounds years ago and has 
continued over the decade since.7

As a case in point, consider an 
article released by New Scientist 
in July of last year.8 The writer, 
Michael Marshall, explains that the 

“new, more complete version of the 
human genome” that was released in 
May of 2021 “has uncovered enor-
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mous amounts of genetic variation 
between people that we couldn’t 
detect before…. Other studies have 
suggested that the new genome will 
finally reveal the functions of seem-
ingly useless, repetitive sequences of 
‘Junk DNA.’” Marshall explains that 
previous technology that was used 
to sequence the human genome 
made scientists “blind” to the fact 
that such sequences are, in fact, 
useful. After studying sections of 
the sequence that have DNA that 
repeat “over and over without inter-
ruption,” geneticist of the University 
of Connecticut Rachel O’Neill said, 

“Most surprising is the number of 
repeats and the types of complex 
repeats…. They’re not just random 
repeated sequences, they have struc-
ture, and that structure can impact 
the organization of our genome.” 
Marshall explains, “Many geneti-
cists have long argued that much of 
this repetitive DNA has no function 
and is ‘junk.’ However, some parts 
do seem to play roles—for instance, 
in regulating the activity of genes.” 

As scientists study the evidence, 
the Junk DNA argument has been 
steadily dismantled, falsifying an 
evolutionary prediction and veri-
fying creationist predictions. As is 
always the case, the more we learn 
about the Universe, the more we are 
struck by the fact that even its most 
microscopic, seemingly pointless 
characteristics have been intricately 
designed with specific purposes in 
mind.

ENDNOTES
1 Other vestigial organs are thought to 

have a diminished or changed, rather 
than non-existent, function. If they 
have a function at all, however, regard-
less of how important those functions 
may seem to scientists today, they are 
not evidence of poor design or point-
less, evolutionary leftovers. The exis-
tence of organs that are apparently 
not as important/essential in function 

today compared to other organs does not 
prove that those organs were once more 
functional than they are now. They may 
have always had the same functional-
ity they do today. For example, while 
a “pinkie” finger may not be as “useful” 
or essential as a heart, that does not 
mean that the pinkie is unimportant or 
proof of diminished function. Does the 
fact that carpet in the floorboard of a 
car is not as useful/important as a car 
motor mean that floorboard carpet has 
a diminished function compared to an 
alleged evolutionary ancestor? Or, rather, 
is floorboard carpet evidence that engi-
neers include non-essential components 
in their designs that are still useful for 
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2 Robert Wiedersheim (1895), The Struc-
ture of Man: An Index To His Past His-
tory (London: Macmillan), pp. 200-203.
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body over the millennia, it is also pos-
sible that the pre-Flood world was so 
different from the post-Flood world 
that some features of the human body 

or genome do not function in the way 
they were originally designed to func-
tion due to an environment change. In 
other words, some aspects of the human 
body may be corrupted remnants of orig-
inal humans, not evolutionary ancestors.

5 As a simple (silly) example, if a theory 
was presented that stated that humans 
are bi-pedal, a prediction of that theory 
would be that normal humans will have 
two legs everywhere they are examined. 
While each verification of that predic-
tion does not prove the theory (but only 
adds support for it), the discovery of 
an unmutated tri-pedal human would 
directly falsify the bi-pedal theory.

6 Jonathan Wells (2011), The Myth of Junk 
DNA (Seattle, WA: Discovery Institute 
in Seattle), Kindle file, Chapter 2.
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8 Michael Marshall (2021), “Full Human 
Genome Put to Work,” New Scientist, 
251[3345]:12, emp. added.

SPEAKING  SCHEDULES
Kyle Butt

Feb. 8-9 Henderson, TN  (800) 348-3481
Feb. 19-20 Tahlequah, OK  (918) 457-6482
Feb. 25 Pigeon Forge, TN  (256) 710 -7671

Eric Lyons
Feb. 6 Huntsville, AL  (256) 852-3801
Feb. 8-10 Henderson, TN  (800) 348-3481
Feb. 9 Jackson, TN  (731) 664 -7811
Feb. 19-20 Dalton, GA  (706) 278-8051
Feb. 20 Huntsville, AL (256) 852-2956

Dave Miller
Feb. 6 Montgomery, AL (334) 264-2985
Feb. 18-20 Milton, FL   (850) 623-8191

Jeff Miller
Feb. 27 Montgomery, AL   (334) 264-2985



R&

Justin Rogers, Ph.D.

[Editor’s Note: This article 
is the second installment in a 
three-part series pertaining to 
the integrity of the biblical text 
through the centuries. AP auxil-
iary writer Dr. Rogers serves as 
an Associate Professor of Bible 
at Freed-Hardeman University. 
He holds an M.A. in New Tes-
tament from FHU as well as an 
M.Phil. and Ph.D. in Hebraic, 
Judaic, and Cognate Studies 
from Hebrew Union College-
Jewish Institute of Religion.]

LONG before Johannes Guten-
berg (1400-1468) introduced 
movable type and printed the 

Bible (a copy of the Latin Vulgate) 
in the 1450s, the biblical text had 
already been copied by hand for cen-
turies. The word “manuscript” itself 
means “hand-written” and reflects a 
reality that many Christians—espe-
cially after the Printing Revolution 
of the 15th century and the 19th-cen-
tury Industrial Revolution—have 
forgotten, namely, that the Bible was 
hand copied until recent history.1 
But what was this copying process 
like? What can one know about the 
scribes who copied the Old and New 
Testaments? How good a job did 
they do in copying the text? What 
kinds of variations in copying are 
evident from the manuscript tradi-
tion? Has the text of Scripture been 

faithfully and accurately copied 
through the years? There is great 
debate over these questions, thus in 
this article attention will be given to 
each question, especially with regard 
to both testaments and each histori-
cal period. 

THE COPYING PROCESS: A BRIEF 
HISTORICAL OVERVIEW

BEFOR E the actual copy-
ing of the text could occur, 
one would had to have first 

found a suitable exemplar (the 
manuscript from which the copy 
was being made). Interestingly, one 
of the more recent developments in 
the study of biblical manuscripts 
is the development of stemmata 
(family trees), which illustrate the 
relationships that exist between 
manuscripts and their ancestors, 
which might even include their 
exemplars.2 Then papyrus, parch-
ment, or paper materials, the ink, 
and writing instrument(s) had to 
either be made or purchased. Once 
the scroll or codex was assembled 
and prepared for writing, the scribe 
would begin to copy. In preparation 
the selected material would be ruled 
both horizontally and vertically to 
designate rows and columns.3 

The Renaissance-like setting 
that many have imagined of scribes 
sitting in a scriptorium with good 
light, nice desks, fresh ink with 
quill pens, and constant efforts to 
correct the text is not an accurate 
picture of the conditions in which 
many of the scribes labored. While 
transmission eventually leads to 
standardization (as evidenced by 
the Vulgate [4th cent.] in Latin, or 
Peshitta [5th cent.] in Syriac), the 
transmission of the biblical text was 
not generally standardized until a 
later period. For the Old Testament 
this would have been around A.D. 
500 with the Masoretes and, for 
the New Testament later, with the 
development of the Byzantine text 
tradition around A.D. 700-800.4 
Historically, the standardization of 
the text in a New Testament setting 
would have also been made difficult 
before the early 4th century because 
of the status of Christianity as ille-
gal, which the emperor Constantine 
(A.D. 274-337) would change. 

The variety of exemplars and 
scribes is evident even in the man-
uscripts themselves, given the dif-
ferences between the illumination 
of manuscripts (the way they were 
decorated), calligraphy (handwrit-
ing styles), marginal glossa (notes 
that became much more frequent 
in the Middle Ages), ligatures (the 
joining of two or more letters into a 
single sign), and other paleographic 
figures. Furthermore, the size of 
manuscripts varied from personal 
amulet-like copies of Scripture to 
large manuscripts like the 12th-cen-
tury Codex Gigas (36" long x 20" 
wide x 8.7" thick). 

With the variation of scribes, 
exemplars, skill levels, and con-
texts, unintentional errors some-
times resulted from a misreading 
of the text of the exemplar. In both 
the Old and New Testament text 
traditions, errors of the eye seem to 
be more common than errors from 
mishearing the text being read 

PART II: The Transmission of the Biblical Text
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(cont. on p. 20)

aloud. With all of these variables, 
those interested in the transmission 
of the text of Scripture would be 
well served to speak of the charac-
teristics of particular manuscripts, 
scribes, and correctors, rather than 
assuming universal qualities that 
all of these facets of the transmis-
sion of the text shared. In both 
the Old and New Testaments, the 
earlier the period, the less one can 
know definitively about scribes or 
the copying process.

The vastness of the time and the 
sheer volume of material is much 
greater for the Old Testament than 
the New. Beginning with the first 
Old Testament books to be written, 
the text was hand-copied for nearly 
3,000 years.5 Scribal interest likely 
arose after the Babylonian exile, 
in the days of Ezra and Nehemiah, 
when an emphasis on the Law led 
to a need to know and teach the 
Law. While it is possible that “the 
(Jewish) scribes” referenced in the 
New Testament arose out of the 
leadership and influence of these 
sopherim (scribes), there is little 
textual evidence for the Old Testa-
ment before 300 B.C. From 300 B.C. 
to A.D. 135, there is extant manu-
script evidence, including biblical 

manuscripts from Qumran. It is in 
this time period that those examin-
ing the manuscripts themselves can 
begin to see evidence of varying text 
families.6

While some manuscripts align 
in style with the later standardized 
Masoretic text, not every manu-
script fits this style. Likely, there 
were concurrent texts at this time 
of Samaritan and Babylonian origin 
that were still read and revered in 
certain settings. Most significantly, 
the Old Testament text was divided 
into paragraphs and verses early in 
this period, which along with other 
adaptations aided readers in using 
the Old Testament text in liturgi-
cal settings. It was later during the 
textual activity of the Masoretes 
(5th-9th centuries A.D.) that the 
Old Testament text became more 
standardized, including the devel-
opment of written vowel pointing, 
written symbols for pronunciation, 
and other specialized notes. Scribes 
sought to preserve the text as evi-
dent through the changes made. 
The period from A.D. 1000-1450 
was basically a time to preserve and 
maintain Masoretic readings.7 All 
printed editions of the Old Testa-
ment contain the Masoretic text, 

though it differs from the Samari-
tan Pentateuch and many other 
texts from the Judean desert.  

While the history of the text 
of the New Testament is not as 
long, it does follow a similar pat-
tern. Not much is known about 
scribal practices among the first 
Christians—given the lack of many 
extant witnesses from the 1st and 2nd 
centuries (there are a few fragmen-
tary witnesses like p52 dating back 
to A.D. 125-150). But beginning in 
the 3rd century, the nature of textual 
transmission becomes much clearer. 
From the time the New Testament 
writings were first produced, until 
the time of the “conversion” of the 
emperor Constantine (around A.D. 
325), the text was freely copied in 
a number of diverse ways. This 
diversity was due in large part to 
the varieties of copying processes, 
scribes, materials, exemplars, and 
perhaps even the emerging recog-
nition of Scripture by Christians 
throughout the Mediterranean 
world. Most variant readings (a 
place where manuscripts present at 
least two options for a reading in a 
given text) in the New Testament 
come about in this earliest period 
because of a lack of a professional 
copy process. Furthermore, oral 
tradition was still strong and, as 
late as the middle of the second 
century, some still preferred the 
oral tradition in a setting only one 
generation removed from an apostle. 
Certain scribal traits were already 
being developed at this time which 
one can see in the Alexandrian text 
that took shape around the end of 
the second century in Egypt, as evi-
dent in the text of p4 (A.D. 200), p75 
(A.D. 200), and Codex Vaticanus 
(A.D. 325-350). Professional scribal 
activity arose after Christianity 
was legalized, while most copies of 
Scripture in this earliest period were 
transmitted through the hands of 

Figure 1: Picture of Codex Gigas with Illumination of Devil on One of 
Its Folios. Source: Wikimedia Commons (Creative Commons license)
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scribes who wanted to copy Scrip-
ture as carefully as possible.

After Christianity was legalized, 
there is a period in which the text 
of the New Testament text began 
to converge from A.D. 325-700. The 
emperor Constantine unified the 
Roman empire politically through 
his move towards Christianity, 
but also ushered in a period where 
many religious structures were built, 
aspects of the faith were discussed in 
open council meetings, and Chris-
tians found themselves benefitting 
from more political freedoms than 
ever before. One illustration of the 
benefits of this Constantinian shift 
comes when the emperor ordered 50 
copies of Scripture, which resulted 
in a limited number of standard 
copies for urban churches through-
out the empire.

As noted earlier, at this same time 
translations of the New Testament 
in other languages began to be stan-
dardized as with Jerome’s Vulgate 
and the Peshitta for the Syriac ver-
sions. The Greek manuscripts did 
not consistently carry a text tradi-
tion form of the New Testament text 
at this point, though textual tradi-
tions like the Alexandrian, Western, 
and Byzantine began to be more 

pronounced at this time. While a 
lot of evidence points to Egypt as 
the primary consolidation point 
(namely, through the influence of 
Alexandria), John Chrysostom (A.D. 
349-407) is a major figure in push-
ing the Byzantine text to the fore-
front, which became the standard 
form by A.D. 700-800. The influ-
ence of the Byzantine text tradition 
and the natural movement towards 
standardization really defines the 
history of the transmission of the 
New Testament text from A.D. 700-
1500. 

The Scribes 
In greater Greco-Roman society 

the task of copying texts was not 
an honorable one.8 There was a 
wide range of scribal training and 
experience in the New Testament 
world. Literary copyists worked for 
the book trade in producing, repro-
ducing, and disseminating the texts. 
Bookstores would keep exemplars 
on hand and literary scribes would 
copy them as requested. While 
ancient libraries employed these lit-
erary copyists, private copyists were 
also prevalent as personal libraries 
were frequently a way of demon-
strating one’s social status. Private 

scribes were contracted by those 
who could not read or write. Public 
administrative scribes maintained 
official archives, oversaw financial 
and agricultural workings, reli-
gious temple documents, and legal 
documents. Some scribes were not 
highly literate. Thus, a distinction 
existed between those scribes who 
could simply copy as compared to 
those who could actually compose. 
Some scribes were multifunctional 
and could take dictation, edit, and 
keep copies of letters. Nonprofes-
sional copies were also common 
as they were made by those who 
used the text themselves. In the 
4th century, the evidence for the 
copying and dissemination of texts 
increased dramatically. There was 
a notable shift as scribes went from 
being viewed as low class to highly 
spiritual for displaying their reli-
gious stature. It is highly possible 
that scribes of all kinds of training 
converted to Christianity and used 
their skills to copy the biblical text.

To summarize, scribes differ in 
their abilities and tendencies as they 
represent a diverse group, ranging 
from professionals, who were paid 
by the line for what was copied (sti-
chometry was the practice of count-
ing lines in the text to measure the 
length of a book and sometimes to 
calculate the payment for a scribe), 
to novices who wanted to copy the 
text of Scripture but were barely 
literate enough to copy it—much 
less read the text. Gamble recom-
mended that in the tumultuous pre-
Constantine setting of the church, 
manuscript production in Chris-
tian settings was not about profit, 
but rather about simply distribut-
ing writings that were readable and 
usable. He also recommended—by 
means of internal evidence from the 
letters of Paul, the Gospel accounts, 
and Revelation—that Christian 
materials were widely distributed 
through private channels as well.9
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Female scribes were also present 
in antiquity. While female copyists 
most often worked for female mas-
ters, they were more than mere secre-
tarial help. Eleven Latin inscriptions 
from Rome identify women as 
scribes.10 While some female scribes 
were free and some slaves, it seems 
that all of these scribes primar-
ily worked in urban areas. In early 
Christianity, the scribe Melania 
the Younger (A.D. 383-439) was 
raised as a scribe in a monastic set-
ting. An Arabic note ascribes the 
copying of Codex Alexandrinus to 
a certain female scribe named The-
cla.11 Nowhere in the ancient tradi-
tions is the possibility of a female 
scribe questioned, though there 
was generally a gender separation 
with males working for males and 
females working for females. 

The scribes of the Old and New 
Testaments were predominantly 
those who believed they were copy-
ing holy words and sought to give 
careful attention to the sacred task 
before them. Their familiarity with 
the text is evident based on their 
tendency to harmonize the text 
not only to the immediate context, 
but also to parallel contexts. They 
desired to copy the text for accuracy 
and readability. Human error was 
inevitable (as with parablepsis “eye 
jumps”) but, in general, Old and 
New Testament scribes were trust-
worthy in the task set before them. 

Westcott and Hort recognized 
the introduction into the text of 
accidental, or “clerical,” errors by 
scribes even when transcribers were 
attempting to copy accurately the 
text. In their discussion of the value 
of internal evidence for evaluating 
manuscripts, they argued that a 
knowledge of the manuscripts 
themselves (based on external and 
internal criteria) would provide a 

“sure foundation” for determining 
the “original” reading. Westcott and 
Hort also suggested that sometimes 
manuscripts are affected “by the 

blunders of a careless scribe,” but 
one must be sure to evaluate scribal 
traits as associated with particular 
manuscripts, rather than ascribing 
traits to “scribes as a class.”12 Read-
ers should be thankful for scribal 
devotion to the task and the appar-
ent success with which they handled 
the Word of God. And we must also 
avoid the tendency to describe these 
diverse scribes, who copied manu-
scripts of varying texts in different 
historical contexts, as all being the 
same.

An Overview of the Types of Variations
The primary goal for God-fear-

ing scribes was to copy the biblical 
text accurately, but none of them 
did so perfectly. Their number one 
problem was that they were human. 
Old Testament scribes sometimes 
accidentally erred because of the 
confusion that resulted from the 
similarities between Paleo-Hebrew 
letters, or with the square letters 
that eventually replaced them.13 
In the Hebrew, the consonantal 
nature (the lack of vowels) of the 
language likely led to variations, 
since divisions between words in 
the text were sometimes not easily 
discerned. Similar sounding vowels 
led to many “errors of ear” (ortho-
graphical shifts) in the copying of 
the New Testament text as well. Of 
course, illegible handwriting, colo-
phons (omitted text), and damage 
to exemplars could have also con-
tributed to changes in the Old and 
New Testament texts. Tov correctly 
noted that these types of variations 
are evident in both the proto-Mas-
oretic and Masoretic text traditions 
of the Old Testament, while New 
Testament textual critics observe the 
same pattern in manuscripts of all 
text traditions from the 3rd to 16th 
centuries.14 

Scribes of the Old and New Tes-
taments sometimes accidentally 
omitted material (minuses), added 

material (pluses), confused letters 
for one another, while also unin-
tentionally missing word divisions, 
vowels, or abbreviations. These 
same scribes sometimes committed 
homoeoteleuton and homoeoark-
ton (commonly called parablepsis), 
which occurred when the identi-
cal ending or beginning of words 
caused material to be skipped due 
to an eye-jump. Similarly, scribes 
occasionally were guilty of haplog-
raphy (“writing once”) which omit-
ted neighboring words or letters that 
were similar, or dittography (“writ-
ing twice”) which doubled letter(s) 
or word(s) in the text that should 
have only been written once, while 
also transposing words on occasion 
which reversed or rearranged words 
in a clause or phrase. Sometimes 
scribes created “doublets” or “har-
monization” because, in their famil-
iarity with the text, they conflated 
more than one reading. 

Are there occasions when scribes 
intentionally altered (emended) the 
text? Yes, but rarely if ever with 
malicious intent. Bart Ehrman 
famously challenged the historicity 
of the New Testament because of a 
tendency of scribes to expand divine 
names out of reverence (for example, 
from “Jesus” to “Lord Jesus Christ”). 
Ehrman argued that on occasion 
scribes made changes to the text in 
order to make readings more ortho-
dox so that the text would be more 
difficult to use by Christians with 
differing perspectives.15 On other 
occasions scribes attempted to “cor-
rect” difficult readings as with the 
difficult expression “unique God” 
(μονογενὴς θεὸς) in John 1:18, which 
many scribes changed to the more 
familiar “unique Son” (μονογενὴς 
υἱὸς). Ehrman used Walter Bauer’s 
(1877-1960) perspective on the his-
tory of early Christianity to argue 
that textual emendations before the 
4th century resulted from an opposi-
tion to teachings labeled as heretical 
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ENDNOTES
1 Though handwritten manuscripts dras-

tically slowed down in production with 
the printing press, a few manuscripts 
from the 16th and 17th centuries exist as well.

2 In his work The Profile Method for Clas-
sifying and Evaluating Manuscript Evi-
dence (Studies and Documents) [(1982), 
ed. Irving Sparks (Grand Rapids, MI: 
Eerdmans), Vol. 44], Frederick Wisse 
argued that when several hundred wit-
nesses of a text exist, the best way to 
group them is to select test passages, 
select significant test readings from 
those test passages, collate the test read-
ings against a Majority Text base, clas-
sify them according to agreement, and 
choose representative texts to be rep-
resented in critical apparatuses. Gerd 
Mink’s Coherence-Based Genealogical 
Method (CBGM) was generated in an 
effort to improve a stemmatic under-
standing of the genealogical tradition. 
In response to the circular nature of 
the witness-variant discussion, adher-
ents of this method seek to establish a 
hypothetical reconstruction of an “ini-
tial text” (Ausgangstext) by which tex-
tual influences in certain text streams 
are evaluated. For more on the CBGM, 
see Gerd Mink, “The Coherence-Based 
Genealogical Method—What Is It All 
About?” University of Münster Institute 
for New Testament Textual Research, 
http://www.unimuenster.de/INTF/ 
Genealogical_method.html.

3 Emanuel Tov (2001), Textual Criticism 
of the Hebrew Bible (Minneapolis, MN: 
Fortress Press, second revised edition), 
p. 206. 

4 Porter and Pitts state that there is no evi-
dence of the Byzantine text tradition nor 

by the “winners” of these theological 
battles.16 Ehrman argued many vari-
ants in the text that resulted from 
an intentional “corruption” intro-
duced by proto-orthodox scribes. 
Most of the “corruptions” that 
Ehrman noted, however, have little 
manuscript support.

In the copying of the New Testa-
ment text, Dan Wallace estimated 
that there are 300,000 to 400,000 
variations existing in a testament 
that only has 140,000 words total.17 
The sheer number of variants can 
be discouraging until one consid-
ers the nature of the variants. If 
one focuses on the number of vari-
ants, without also considering the 
number of variables, this number 
can be misleading. When the 
number of manuscripts and text 
traditions, the diverse training of 
scribes, and other contextual factors 
are taken into account, it is obvious 
that the number of textual variants 
will naturally increase based on the 
number of manuscripts and scribes. 
Furthermore, it is comforting to 
consider that no human organiza-
tion oversaw or had control of the 
copying process, which might have 
lessened the number of variants but 
also could have prevented the auto-
graph texts from being represented 
more fully in the manuscripts them-
selves.18

CONCLUSION
As noted above, in recent years, 

Bart Ehrman and others have begun 
to suggest that these copies of the 
text indicate that the process of 
copying Scripture points to both 
a lack of standard text and set of 
scribal controls in the earliest period 
of Christian history. Though one 
cannot know everything about the 
copying process of the Old and 
New Testaments, through the care-
ful evaluation and comparison of 
manuscripts, the text of Scripture 
can be established. The copying 
process was diverse depending on 

the qualifications of scribes and 
the qualities of their exemplars, but 
there is no evidence of a widespread 
effort to “corrupt” the biblical text. 
Most scribal errors were accidental 
or intended to “correct” a read-
ing that could be misunderstood 
because of thematic, grammati-
cal, or theological difficulties. The 
scribes who copied the text of the 
Old and New Testaments were not 
perfect, but the texts they were han-
dling reflected perfect autographs. 
In other words, most of these scribes 
believed that they were copying a 
holy text that communicated God’s 
will for those who would read the 
text of the scrolls or codices or hear it 
read. When one weighs the evidence, 
evaluating the types of textual varia-

tions that have been introduced into 
the text as it has been transmitted, 
it is difficult not to see that the text 
has been faithfully transmitted. Are 
there differences between biblical 
manuscripts? Yes, but these differ-
ences have resulted from the work 
of human scribes, not the God who 
inspired the autograph text when it 
was first written. 

The reader is urged to sit down 
sometime and try to write out by 
hand a biblical book, a group of 
books, or even a testament. Sixty-
five members of the Concord Rd. 
church of Christ in Brentwood, TN 
recently copied the New Testament 
by hand. In the preface to their work 
(“The 260 Project,” which began 
in 2008), it was acknowledged how 
copying the text of Scripture helped 
them to read, review, and remember 
the biblical text, while also develop-
ing a greater appreciation for those 
who sacrificed so much to copy the 
Word of God by hand. Let us never 

forget the simple blessings of having 
a copy of the Bible that we did not 
have to write out—in our own 
language—that we can read. The 
transmission of the text shows that 
the demand for the Word was high 
even when the supply was low. Some 
apologists for world religions have 
used textual variants as an oppor-
tunity to attack the credibility of 
the Bible, while having destroyed 
the discordant copies of the books 
they value to avoid the same critique. 
Yet, these copies of Scripture are an 
opportunity to praise God for His 
faithfulness, while acknowledging 
the tireless efforts and sacrifices of 
so many to transmit the Word of 
God faithfully from generation to 
generation.

Through the careful  
evaluation and comparison of  

manuscripts, the text of 
Scripture can be established.
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Dave Miller, Ph.D.

Q: “What made King David so 
special that he could dictate matters 
strictly reserved for ‘Thus says the 
Lord’? And, further, why did Solo-
mon and other succeeding kings 
follow David’s expansion of musi-
cal instruments?”

A: David committed several 
grievous sins in his lifetime, includ-
ing his sin with Bathsheba, his unau-
thorized taking of the census, and 
the eating of the showbread (which 
Jesus said was “not lawful”—Mat-
thew 12:4; Mark 2:26; Luke 6:4). 
However, overall, he seemed to have 
a committed heart most of the time. 
Like all of us, he stumbled on occa-
sion (like Abraham, also). His inter-
mittent failures were not likely to 
be attributed to “indifference,” but 
merely giving in to temptation and 
the pressure of the moment, again, 
like the rest of us. God did not 
brush aside those infractions, nor 
would He want us to draw the con-
clusion that David was somehow 

“special” and given greater leeway or 
forgiveness than the rest of us, nor 
that God approved of any action on 
David’s part in which he presumed 
to dictate worship protocol. God is 
consistent throughout human his-
tory in His insistence that His law 
be obeyed—by everybody—and 
He never authorizes violations of it. 
To violate God’s law is, by defini-
tion, “sin” (1 John 3:4), and sin must 
be forgiven in accordance with the 
divine prescription for atonement—
no exceptions.

Regarding the introduction 
of instrumental music, the Bible 
plainly states that it was not David 
who made this change—but God 
Himself. Read 2 Chronicles 29:25—

And he stationed the Levites in 
the house of the LORD with cym-
bals, with stringed instruments, 
and with harps, according to the 
commandment of David, of Gad 
the king’s seer, and of Nathan the 

Q&A: DAVID AND MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS

prophet; for thus was the com-
mandment of the LORD by his 
prophets. 

Notice the line of authority in 
that verse: (1) God, (2) Nathan the 
prophet, (3) Gad the King’s Seer , 
and (4) David. So God authorized 
the introduction of instruments 
(for the Levites), doing so via the 
chain of authority from Himself 
to prophet, to seer, and then to 
David. It would make sense, then, 
that some passages would say that 
they were introduced “by the com-
mand of David.” But that is simply 
the Bible’s not infrequent way of 
shortening a concept. One must 
gather everything in the Bible on a 
particular subject and fit it together 
properly before drawing any conclu-
sions (1 Thessalonians 5:21). David 
commanded/added instruments 
into Temple worship because he was 
authorized to do so by God Him-
self. See also 2 Chronicles 30:12 
for this same sequence: “Also the 
hand of God was on Judah to give 
them singleness of heart to obey 
the command of the king and the 
leaders, at the word of the LORD.” 
The intermediate authorities who 
issued commands to the people  
were simply operating under the over-
all jurisdiction and instructions of  
God. Observe, then, that this clarifi-
cation answers the second question: 
Solomon, Hezekiah, et al. added 
instruments because God autho-
rized them to do so.

Of course, the lesson for Chris-
tians living today is to recognize 
that God has always acted in har-
mony with His principle of author-
ity. All people are to worship God 
in accordance with His worship 
instructions specified in the New 
Testament. It so happens that since 
the cross, God confines all musical 
worship expression to vocal music—
not instrumental (1 Corinthians 
14:15; Ephesians 5:19; Colossians 
3:16; James 5:13).
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The EditorThe Editor
Revised & Updated Truth Be Told

Popular science textbooks for young people are 
typically riddled with evolutionary assumptions 
and false ideas. These evolutionary ideas do not 
always make up the bulk of textbooks, but they 
do permeate them in such a way as to contaminate 
the text for those students who are unprepared to 
deal with them. In light of this fact, Kyle Butt and 
Eric Lyons spent hours poring over many of the 
most popular science textbooks to find the most 
oft’-repeated alleged proofs used to teach evolu-
tion. The result of their labors was the publication 
of Truth Be Told: Exposing the Myth of Evolution—
a compilation and refutation of these false evolu-
tionary ideas. It was designed and written, not as 
a comprehensive science textbook, but as a guide 
for preparing and equipping students to deal with 
false evolutionary assumptions that often make 
their way into many science books used in schools.

It was 2005 when AP released the first edition. 
Written on a middle school grade level—5th-8th 
grades—it was an instant success. Four years later, 
a second edition was published, and now, we are 
offering a third edition. This edition has been com-
pletely redesigned, revised, and expanded. This 
revision has 37 more pages. QR codes take the 
reader to 27 professionally produced videos that 
enhance and supplement the content of the book. 
Each chapter includes review questions.

This book will excite, encourage, and inform 
students who want to know the truth. In the end, 
that truth leads the honest student to the fact 
that this magnificent Universe did not evolve, but 
rather was created by an all-powerful God. You 
will most definitely want to acquire copies of this 
monumental volume to distribute to the young 
people in your acquaintance.

Dave Miller


