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Scholars who propose a later date for Thomas are 
only Christian Apologists.



Criticizes Q for lack of 
manuscript evidence 
but doesn't deny its 
historical plausibility



Argues since it verbatim 
copies Luke it must be 
dependent on 
Synoptics. But this is 
because Goodcare 
rejects Q. A complete 
minority position that 
dramatically affects his 
methodology. Q 
scholars argue Luke 
preserves Q better. This 
is no issue to 
Independent Thomas 
because it uses Q as its 
source.



DeConick argues Thomas 57 we have 
access to has undergone expanded 
transmission with secondary expansion 
which refutes his position



Goodacres style is excessive because we know later 
copyists were under New Testament influence and 
have inserted wordings into it. Therefore its more 
probable to rule Synoptic Influence as later 
redactions, no original compositions (2023)



2021 Consensus is Clearly favoring 
Thomasine Independence 2021 Scholars 

are still further 
refining and 
pushing for 
Thomasine 
Independence 
that predates 
the Synoptics


