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Q Source is now the modern day Scholarly 
Consensus (Daniel Smith)

Scholars have known for over 100 years 
the gospels are from anonymous writers 
not the eyewitnesses. (Bart Ehrman 
Forged) Q is derived from literary 
necessity, not because it sounds pleasing.



The Modern Scholarly Consensus now is 
that the Son of Man Sayings of Jesus 
come from a redactional stage of Q
2007+ Prior to this, the most prominent 
belief was that it was authentic but 
referring to a distinct future figure who is 
not Jesus. Both fields are a positive to the 
Islamic narrative.



Deconick uses literary and historical 
higher critical independent 
methodology to determine multiple 
compositional layers to Thomas with 
the earliest dating to 30-50 and 
predating Q theology. Our Discussion 
will focus here



Scholars have now established that the 
earliest Christians from the Q and 
Thomas communities both would of 
had Islamic theology even with Jesus’ 
Crucifixion. The earliest Christians 
rejected that Jesus was resurrected 
despite knowing groups that emerged 
who did believe it.



Kloppenborg 
determines all Son of 
man sayings are at the 
redactional stage of Q. 
and also agrees with 
Thomas preserving 
some pre synoptic 
Original Q statements 
prior to editorial 
redactions in Q. Still 
some redactional Q 
verses make there way 
into it. Ofc this is at a 
later accretion as 
Deconick would say



Q is a constantly evolving text, Thomas 
has a written dependency on the earliest 
stage of Q. Mark has a oral dependency 
on a later stage of Q, but not as late as 
Matthew/Luke. Matthew/Luke depend on 
a Written source of Mark, As well as a 
written collective sayings of Jesus. Which 
is assigned as the “Son of man redaction 
Qˮ For being a late recession of Q that is 
no longer only authentic sayings of 
Jesus. The Synoptics and Early Thomas 
are Independent of each other, but 
Gnostic Thomas has a dependency on 
the latter Synoptics.



Critics Claim because 
there is no Manuscript 
of Q, or even Kernel 
Thomas, It must just be 
a theory that is not 
true. But for reasons 
discussed, we don't 
expect copying past 
the 1st century. And we 
have 0 manuscripts in 
the 1st century of any 
gospel. One would then 
have to propose a 1st 
century authorship is 
just hypothetical.

No Manuscripts Hypothesis

Edwards says “once gospels like Matthew and 
Luke came out, copyists had little need for 
copying Mark. Which is why we see it almost go 
extinct with very little copying. Which is why our 
oldest fragment is dated so late.ˮ  So we don't 
expect them to continue using collective sayings 
gospels when they have transformed them into 
narratives. But the fact is, we know a collective 
sayings pre synoptic text did exist because of 
Thomas dating. To suggest it was entirely made in 
140 ad entirely synoptic dependant has been 
entirely ruled out as foolish by today's standards.



Contents of the Injil

48.29 The Quranic Author knows the 
Authentic Parables Of Jesus

He said to them. It is like a mustard seed, 
smaller than all seeds. But when it falls on 
cultivated soil, it puts forth a large branch 
and becomes a shelter for birds of the sky

The Quran identifies the authentic parable 
and attributes it as a prophecy of the 
Sahaba.

Also found in Q



Contents of the Injil

The Prophet SAW has angels explicitly 
make him fulfill this authentic Parable.

See also Matthew 22 parallel 



Contents of the Injil
Logion 65.17
 J He said, * A creditor owned a vineyard. He leased it to 
some farmers so that they would work it and he would 
collect the produce from them. 2 He sent, has servant so 
that die fanners would give him the produce of the vineyard. 
3 They seized his servant They beat him, a little more and 
they would have killed him. The servant returned and he told 
his master. ^The master said, "Perhaps {[they]] did not 
recognize [[him.]]." 5 He sent another servant The farmers 
beat that one too. 'Then the master sent his son. He said, 
"Perhaps they will be ashamed in front of my son." 7 Those 
farmers, since they knew that he was the heir of the 
vineyard, seized him and killed him.

As Daniel Smith and April 
Deconick both say the Q and 
Thomas communities knew of 
Jesus death, but interpreted it 
as him disappearing and being 
alive in the community.
As we see in the previous 
parable the servant whom 
they understood as Jesus is 
only sent back to the Father 
not truly dead.



Contents of the Injil

Mark independently links it with the parable of the 
vineyard, Mark 12. Which is about the Kingdom of God. 
Which is about Islam. Furthermore the Prophet SAW 
without access to this verse associates himself as that 
cornerstone. There is no reason to think Mark has an 
incorrect view on the events of Jesus. Because 
Thomasine community is not interested in a story.

In the Synoptics independently 
attested by Mark This Cornerstone 
is referenced only AFTER the 
tenants are destroyed and given to 
another. Which is destroyed 70 ad. 
And given to another in 622 ad 
according to Daniel 7&9



Conclusions for Part 2

Earliest Christian communities do not believe Jesus died on the cross 
or was resurrected, but only appeared so. 
Earliest Christians had gospels with no mention of Jesus ever 
predicting he would die for the sins of mankind as shown in Thomas.
Earliest Gospel did not have Jesus saying he is the son of man of 
Daniel 7.
The Synoptic Gospels, are texts that presuppose redacted Q source 
material as authentic such as the son of man quotes.
Some Jewish Christian communities had access to written gospels 
before the synoptics even were written. KEEP IN MIND FOR PART 2


