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tank which publishes its own research in Foundations
The fellows of the Jesus Seminar meet annually to make pronouncements regalr)cliimg'theu various rese
projects. The primary aim is the “conception and execution of research and publication projects

connected with the Jesus tradition. ... In connection with this work, the JESUS SEMINAR will create ney,
instruments and tools and explore new and modified methodol?gles' (_)“e recent project evaluated 1 50
sayings of Christ in the Gospels and published the conclusions in The Five Gospels: What Did Jesus Really -
Say? Other publications include Borg, Jesus in Contemporary Scholarship; Funk, Honest to Jesus; and Crossan,
The Essential Jesus; The Historical Jesus.

Approach to
Biblical Studies

The Jesus Seminar rejects the following: The Jesus Sermnar accepts the fo!lowing:
The inerrancy of the Bible e Negative critical scholarship : o
The deity of Christ o Jesus as Galilean sage, revolutionary, or peasant
The miracles recorded in Scripture . Anti-supernatm:a!mm Gt .

The guilty until proven innocent model e  Historical skepticism and revisionism historians
The relatedness of religious faith and use to evaluate ancient literature
history ; e The bifurcation of faith and history

Philosophical
Assumptions

First is the acceptance of anti-supernaturalism, or the rejection of miracles. Scientific discoveries of
Charles Darwin and Galileo require that scholars understand the universe as “secular” rather than
conforming to the dogmatic pronouncements of earlier church creeds and councils. That is, the real
Jesus will be discovered through historical investigation rather than through theological formulas. Faith
and reason are viewed as separate domains which are mutually exclusive. The supernatural reflects the
domain of faith; science is the domain of reason. ; S B e
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- Evaluation of the Jesus Seminar

Critical Evaluation

gg:;;:: xI;rsllalts ?er;ltl)nar 's claix.n th.at it offers a “scholarly consensus” on their projects as a result
RN ely 70 scholars is misleading, since over half of the 6,900 members of the Society
e erature and thousands of others who have scholarly training were not involved
o ar research. Second, though there were a few members from Canada and South Africa,
‘the Sexmn'ar is mqgtly composed of North American scholarship. The absence of British and
conservative participation in the studies precluded facing any challenging peer review. Third
most (,’,f the; members did not hold a distinguished academic position and were considered the
more “radical” proponents in Jesus scholarship. Also, most major universities, seminaries, and
graduate schools were not represented. s

Duri.n.g tt_\e initial founding, those connected with the original Foundations & Facets publication
were mv1t.ed fo become charter fellows of the Seminar. Their ranks quickly swelled to about 200
before shrinking to about 70 in the early 1990s. When the nature, scope, and methodology of J

their work became clear, several fellows quit the project.

The general aim and conclusions of the group have come under considerable criticism due

to the unusual nature of their “new” methods and tools. Despite these criticisms, Seminar
publications continue to be widely read, not necessarily because of new evidence, but because
of novel approach leading to unorthodox conclusions. ' ‘

The Seminar’s approach to biblical studies appears to be symptomatic of its reliance on
Enlightenment ideas that seek to elevate human reason as the final and paramount criterion for
truth and its uncritical acceptance of the Enlightenment’s anti-supernaturalism. The bifurcation
between religious faith and history has created a chasm that has separated facts from values,
when in fact the two domains are inextricably linked. For the Christian, the importance of
history’s link to faith holds a prominent role, since to deny the historical nature of crucial
events such as the crucifixion and resurrection is essentially to deny the spiritual significance
and effect—Christianity cannot be real without the historical events. It is also problematic to
separate facts and values on a social/ moral level, since moral and immoral actions extend to
historical events/facts (e.g., murder). And though there can be a distinction between the two
domains, it appears problematic to posit a radical dichotomy.

| Most prominent among the Seminar’s philosophical assumptions is the insistence that modern
discoveries have dismantled the supernatural worldview of times past. There are
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mowled which themselves cannot be







Jesus Seminar and the Bible

Jesus Seminar

Orthodox Christianity

Post-Enlightenment view of the Bible.
Bible is a natural book.

Investigation determines revelation.
Bible is mythically embellished.

Bible is guilty until proven innocent.
Rejects what the Bible says about itself.

B.iblicgl miracles do not occur and are considered
violations of the laws of nature.

Gospels are separated from history.
Bible has been redacted (meaning changed).
Synoptic Gospels written AD 70-90.

Man is the efficient and instrumental cause of the
Bible.

If the Bible is inspired, the interpreter must be
inspired.

If inerrancy was true, we would have the originals.
Reject New Testament reliability because of the

great span of time between Christ’s death and the
writing of the Synoptic Gospels after AD 70.

The Synoptic Gospels (Matthew, Mark, Luke) are
closer to the historical Jesus than the gospel of
John.

Similarities in the words used prove the gospel
writers were dependent on a cOmmon sOurce.

Gospel of Thomas is an early Christian document. |
Q (quelle = source) is a source to help explain the

g }
content and similarities common o Mattll ewand
Luke which are not foun P TRl o Bt

Pre-Enlightenment view of the Bible.
Bible is a supernatural revelation.
Investigation discovers revelation.

Bible is historical.

Bible is innocent until proven guilty.
Accepts what the Bible says about itself.

Biblical miracles are real and are exceptions to the
laws of nature.

Gospels are based in history.
Bible has been edited (no change of meaning).
Synoptic Gospels written AD 45-68.

God is the efficient cause and man is the
instrumental cause of the Bible.

Can have fallible interpretation of a divinely
inspired revelation.

Inerrancy is possible without the originals since
we have good copies.

Accept New Testament reliability because of the
close proximity of time from the death of Christ
to the writing of the Synoptic Gospels in the mid-
1st century.

All the Gospels accurately reflect Jesus.

Thematic similarities are expected when writers
are reporting the same events.

Gospel of Thomas is a Gnostic document.

Q (quelle = source) is a questionable source. It is
not necessary to explain the composition of the
Gospels. Similarities can be accounted for due to
reporting the same events. Differences are due to

each writer’s unique theological purpose.




