91

In recent years, the idea that Jesus of Nazareth never existed has gained significant popularity. Many books, websites and even popular movies such as “Religulous” and “Zeitgeist” have claimed that Jesus’ story has its roots in Egyptian, Greek, Persian and Roman mythology. They propose that a God-man who was virgin-born, walked on water, was crucified and resurrected was nothing new - that Jesus was just one more in a long line of such characters.
While the majority of scholars agree that Jesus of Nazareth was, at the very least, a first-century preacher who was crucified, even doubts about these basic ideas seem to be arising more and more.
Most of us know very little about ancient mythology. When someone tells you that “Horus was crucified”, do you really know enough about Horus to respond? How many of us have read what ancient sources like the Egyptian Book of the Dead, claimed to be the source for many of the Horus parallels, really say about this ancient god?
The purpose of this book is to get to the bottom of the mythicist claims. I’ve spent years compiling the claims and researching the mythology behind them. I don’t consider myself a formally trained researcher, and I encourage anyone who reads this to read the mythology for yourselves and verify my responses. In addition to my own research, I’ve also asked the people that I’ve seen promoting these claims to provide me with evidence for them - the ancient stories where these things happen, the pre-Christian hieroglyphs and images that show the deities doing these things, or any kind of evidence strongly suggesting that these claims have a basis in ancient mythology. For the vast majority of the claims, no one has been able to offer such evidence.
Also, I examined the historical evidence for the existence of Jesus of Nazareth. Mythicists claim that the evidence for a historical Jesus is unconvincing and that the unexpected silence of contemporary historians speaks volumes about the unlikelihood of such a person having existed during the first century. They claim that what little evidence exists was almost certainly fabricated or is entirely unreliable.
But do they have a point? Did Jesus exist, or was He just as fictional as the ancient gods of Egypt and Greece?
I have yet to see any mythicist attempt to make the claim for Jesus’ non-existence without bringing up the idea that Jesus was nothing more than an amalgamation of pre-Christian deities. If true, this argument leaves little room for doubt that Jesus of Nazareth was largely, if not entirely, fictional.
They insist that the Jesus story has so many parallels with pre-Christian mythological figures that there is no question that the Gospel authors borrowed from these stories.
So what about these claims? Should they be taken seriously? Does the ancient mythology support them?
Horus is one of the oldest Egyptian gods, dating back to the 30th century BC or earlier. He was the god of the sky, the god of war, and the god of protection. He had the head of a falcon and was most commonly considered the son of Isis and Osiris, though there were alternate versions of his story. Sometimes he was the son of Ra, and at other times the son of Geb and Nut. Egyptian pharaohs often considered Horus to be their patron. We know quite a bit about Horus, since his stories were literally written in stone on the walls of temples, which survive to this day.
Q) Wasn’t Horus a “sun god”, just as Jesus was the “son of God”?
First of all, Horus wasn’t the Egyptian sun god. That was Amun-Ra. Horus was a sky god, as much associated with the moon as he is with the sun. But Jesus wasn’t a sun god, either, so this point is irrelevant. I’ve seen many mythicists bring up the fact that “son” and “sun” are homonyms, but they’re only homonyms in the English language, which wasn’t around in Jesus’ day, obviously.
Q) Wasn’t Horus virgin-born?
There is nothing in any of the Horus stories saying, or suggesting, that his mother was a virgin when she gave birth to him.
Q) But aren’t there multiple versions of his birth story?
There are, indeed. And none of them state, or imply, that Horus’ mother was a virgin when she gave birth to him. In the most common version of the birth story, his father, Osiris, is killed by his brother, Seth. Osiris’ wife, Isis, puts his body back together. Unable to find his penis, she replaces it with a golden phallus and has sex with his corpse, conceiving Horus. In another version, she brings Osiris back to life and has sex with him, only to have him die again afterwards. In another version, there’s a sexless conception, involving a spiritual transfer between them.
Q) Which means she’s a virgin in that version of the story, right?
No, because she was still married to Osiris, and sex was just as much a part of marriage in ancient Egypt as it is today. Just because they didn’t have sex at that particular moment doesn’t mean that Isis was a virgin altogether.
Q) But Jesus’ parents, Joseph and Mary, were married when Jesus was born. Don’t most Christians believe that they were abstinent until after Jesus’ birth?
Yes, but that’s because the Bible specifically says so. Matthew 1:25 says that Joseph “had no union” with Mary until after she gave birth to Jesus. We have no such explicit (or even implicit) statement about Osiris and Isis. Without one, we would never assume a married couple has been abstinent.
Q) But isn’t the Egyptian word “hwn.t”, meaning “virgin”, applied to Isis?
“Hwn.t” is a general word for young women. It is sometimes translated as “virgin”, but it’s also sometimes translated as “lass” and “maiden”. It doesn’t technically mean “virgin”, but is applied to younger women, who tend to be virgins.
Q) So it kind of implies that she’s a virgin, doesn’t it?
Not in her case. Think of it this way: If you saw a girl who was thirteen years old, wouldn’t you assume that she’s probably a virgin? Being that young kind of implies that she is. But if you knew that this thirteen-year-old girl was married, would you still be assuming that she’s a virgin? If you knew she had a child, would you still assume that she’s a virgin? “Hwn.t” may imply virginity (just like being thirteen years old implies virginity), but the idea of virginity doesn’t hold up if the “hwn.t” (or thirteen-year-old) is married and/or has a child.
Q) We’re talking about a fictional character with Isis, though. If she’s a fictional character, and her having sex is never described, then doesn’t this mean that she’s never had sexual intercourse, and is thus a virgin?
Nick and Nora Charles are a married couple in the “Thin Man” movie series (and the book on which they were based). I’m reasonably certain they never have sex in any of the movies, or the book. So are you saying that per that series, Nick and Nora Charles were virgins? No. If a married woman is, per the story’s author, supposed to be a virgin, we would expect the author to say something about it. To at least imply it.
Q) You say that “hwn.t” is a general word for young women that is sometimes translated as “virgin”. But isn’t the Hebrew word “Almah”, which is translated as “virgin” in most Bibles (and which describes Mary) also such a word?
Yes. “Almah” does not automatically mean “virgin”, but is also a general word for young women, who tend to be virgins.
Q) So if the same type of word is applied to both Isis and Mary, why do you think it doesn’t mean “virgin” for Isis, but does mean “virgin” for Mary?
If the use of this word was the only evidence for Mary being a virgin, it would not be very strong evidence. But, again, we have an explicit statement in Matthew 1:25 saying that Joseph and Mary hadn’t had sex prior to Jesus’ birth. It’s because of Matthew 1:25 that I believe Mary was a virgin at Jesus’ birth, not because of the use of the word “Almah”.
Q) But maybe the Gospels were wrong about Mary. Maybe she was impregnated the usual way, and the Gospel authors falsely claimed it was a virgin birth. Isn’t that possible?
The problem with mythicists arguing this idea is that they are:
a) Admitting that there is a “real story”, that Mary and Jesus were real people who actually existed.
b) Making their own claims irrelevant. If they’re trying to argue that the “virgin birth” of Jesus was inspired by the “virgin birth” of Horus and others, then why argue that Jesus didn’t have a “virgin birth” at all?
The Bible is very clear that Jesus was born of a virgin birth. Ancient Egyptian mythology does not even suggest any such thing for Horus.
Q) Even if Horus wasn’t born of a virgin, he was still born of an immaculate conception, wasn’t he?
No. In Christianity, the “immaculate conception” does not refer to the conception of Jesus, but the conception of Mary herself. “Immaculate conception” does not equal “sexless conception”, since there is no claim in Christianity that Mary’s parents conceived her without sex.
Q) But it was still a sexless conception for Horus, right?
Only in that one version of the story, while all other versions specifically state that Horus was sexually conceived. Mythicists are simply cherry-picking their data here from among multiple stories. And even then, they typically claim Horus had a “virgin birth” not a “sexless conception”, which are two very different things. If the “sexless conception” was enough to make their case, why do they feel the need to exaggerate it by claiming Horus had a “virgin birth”, which he did not have in any version of the story?
Q) Wasn’t Horus born on December 25th?
There’s no evidence that Horus was born on December 25th, per pre-Christian mythology. But then again, Jesus almost certainly wasn’t born on December 25th, either. The date was assigned to Jesus’ birth around the fourth century AD. A birth during warmer weather is implied by the Gospels, since the shepherds are out tending to their sheep, which shepherds tended not to do in the cold winter months.
Q) But didn’t Plutarch write that Horus was “born around the winter solstice”?
Yes, but the winter solstice is never on 12/25, but always a few days earlier, usually the 22nd or 23rd.
Q) Plutarch said “around” the winter solstice, and isn’t 12/25 “around” the winter solstice?
Yes, but so are many other days. Even if we take “around” to mean “within two or three days” (so that it includes the 25th), it would also then include 12/20 through 12/24. So what evidence is there for 12/25 in particular? None.
Q) Isn’t Isis also known as “Meri”, from whom Jesus’ mother got her name?
“Meri” (technically “Mr-ee”) is Egyptian for “beloved”. It’s not part of Isis’ name, but was applied to her (and many other people, I’m sure) prior to Jesus’ time. But what’s the evidence that Jesus’ mother was named after this one Egyptian figure in particular? As opposed to, say, one of the many thousands of women prior to Mary’s time whose name was some variation on the common name “Mary”? Even if, hypothetically, Mary was a fabricated character, there is still no evidence that her fabricators named her after the Egyptian word for “beloved”. It’s an assumption with absolutely no evidence to support it.
Q) Wasn’t Horus born in a cave or a manger?
No. In the general mythology, he was born in a swamp. I’ve never seen any version of the story in which he’s born in a cave or a manger.
Q) But there was a “star in the east” at his birth, wasn’t there?
No. I’ve asked mythicists to back this one up, and they usually respond that Horus’ birth is associated with the star Sirius, which is a star in the east. But Sirius is not a “star in the east”. Due to the rotation of the Earth, it’s in the west just as often as it’s in the east. Stars can reside exclusively in the north or south, but not in the east or west.
Q) How about there being three wise men at Horus’ birth?
I’ve seen no version of the Horus story where three wise men show up at his birth. But there weren’t three wise men at Jesus’ birth, either. The “wise men” arrive at Jesus’ family home when Jesus is about a year old, not at His birth. And the Bible doesn’t specifically say there are three of them (though they do bring three presents, so there could have been).
In conversations with mythicists, they sometimes claim that the three stars in Orion’s belt were called the “three wise men” in ancient times, and that they follow the star Sirius across the sky.
I have found no record of the stars in Orion’s belt being called the “three wise men” prior to the 17th century AD. Also, stars move east-to-west across the sky, and Sirius is east of Orion’s belt. Meaning that the stars in Orion’s belt don’t “follow” Sirius at all, but move ahead of it across the sky.
Q) Okay, but wasn’t Horus’ earthly father called “Seb”, which means “Joseph”?
Seb was Horus’ grandfather (Osiris’ father). There’s nothing in the Horus story suggesting that Seb raised Horus like a son. Also, there is no correlation between the names “Seb” and “Joseph”, other than that they both have “se” in there somewhere.
Q) But Horus was of royal descent, just like Jesus, right?
When we say that Jesus was of royal descent, we’re talking about Him being a distant descendant of King David, who was earthly royalty. Horus was not descended from earthly royalty. We might say that Horus and Jesus being born from a god equals being “descended from royalty”, but then why not just say “their father was a god”, which is more accurate?
Q) Wasn’t Horus a teacher in a temple at age twelve? Then didn’t he disappear for eighteen years, until he was thirty?
No. I have no idea where mythicists are getting this from. There’s nothing even remotely like this in any version of the Horus story. Also, the Bible does not indicate that Jesus “disappeared” between those years. It just doesn’t tell us about them. There’s no indication that anyone was wondering where He was.
Q) Wasn’t Horus baptized in the river Eridanus or Iarutana (Jordan) by "Anup the Baptizer" ("John the Baptist"), who was later decapitated?
Again, there’s nothing like this anywhere in any version of the Horus story. There is a river called “Eridanus”, but it’s in Greece, not Egypt. Iarutana is simply another name for the Jordan River, which is in the Middle East. They are not the same river, and neither one is in Egypt, nor do they have anything to do with the Horus story. And there is no “Anup the Baptizer” in the Horus story, either.
Q) What about him having 12 disciples, two of whom were his "witnesses" and were named "Anup" and "Aan" (the two "Johns")?
Horus had four disciples (called ‘Heru-Shemsu’). There’s another reference to sixteen followers, and a group of followers called ‘mesnui’ (blacksmiths) who join Horus in battle, but their numbers are not given. There is no reference to twelve followers or any of them being named “Anup” or “Aan”.
Q) But didn’t Horus perform miracles, exorcise demons and raise El-Azarus ("El-Osiris"), from the dead?
He did perform miracles, but he never exorcised demons or raised his father from the dead. There is a version of the story in which Osiris is resurrected, but it happens prior to Horus' birth. Also, Osiris is never referred to as ‘El-Azarus’ or ‘El-Osiris’ (clearly a desperate attempt to make his name more closely resemble the Bible’s “Lazarus”).
Q) Horus walked on water though, didn’t he?
I have yet to see anyone present evidence for this claim. I had one mythicist tell me that he had a photograph of an hieroglyph showing Horus walking on water. I asked him to send the photograph to me, and never heard from him again.
Q) I’ve also heard that His personal epithet was "Iusa," the "ever-becoming son" of "Ptah," the "Father." He was thus called "Holy Child." And that he delivered a "Sermon on the Mount" and his followers recounted the "Sayings of Iusa." And then later he was transfigured on the mount. Are you going to tell me all of this stuff is false, also?
I sure am. Horus was never referred to as “Iusa” or as the “ever-becoming son” of “Ptah”. He was never called “Holy Child”, had no “Sermon on the Mount” and was never transfigured.
Q) Hold on. How do you know all of this stuff never happened? Maybe it happened in a version of the Horus story that you haven’t read yet.
The burden is on those making the claims to back them up with evidence. If these things happened in a version of the story that I am unaware of, then please find me that version, and I’ll change my answers. I’ve been asking mythicists to back this stuff up for years, and none have been able to do so.
Q) Wasn’t Horus crucified between two thieves?
Clearly not, since crucifixion wasn’t invented until around 600 BC, long after the times of the Horus stories. And even after 600 BC, there is still no version of the story in which Horus was crucified.
Q) Did something crucifixion-like happen to him?
No. In fact, there is only one version of the story in which he dies at all. In this version, he’s cut apart and thrown in the water, and Isis gets a crocodile to fish his pieces out.
Q) Was he buried for three days in a tomb?
No.
Q) And was Horus resurrected?
It’s possible, but not probable, and certainly not in any way which parallels the story of Jesus’ resurrection.
The source for this claim is the Metternich Stela (aka the Magical Stela), which dates to the 4th century BC. It describes the child Horus, while hiding in a marsh with his mother, Isis, being bitten by a poisonous scorpion. Isis cries out for help. In E.A. Wallace Budge’s translation of the stela, it goes on to say, "In answer to these words Thoth, turning to Isis and Nephthys, bade them to fear not, and to have no anxiety about Horus, "For," said he, "I have come from heaven to heal the child for his mother." He then pointed out that Horus was under protection as the Dweller in his Disk (Aten), the Great Dwarf, the Mighty Ram, the Great Hawk, the Holy Beetle, the Hidden Body, the Divine Bennu, etc., and proceeded to utter the great spell which restored Horus to life." While this translation suggests a resurrection, the problem is that other sources disagree with it, saying that the stela claims that Horus was merely sickened, then cured. Even Budge's translation says that Thoth came to "heal the child", and you don't heal a corpse. The website of the Metropolitan Museum of Art (http://www.metmuseum.org), which is where the stela is currently located, says the following about the inscription: "Isis speaks and recounts that while she and Horus were still hiding in the marshes, the child became ill. In her despair, she cried for help to the "Boat of Eternity" (the sun boat in which the god travels over the sky), and the sun disk stopped opposite her and did not move from his place. Thoth was sent from the sun boat to help Isis and cured Horus by reciting a catalogue of spells." (source: http://www.metmuseum.org/toah/works-of-art/50.85). Other sources also agree that the Stela says "sickened, then cured" rather than "killed, then resurrected", such as this one: http://www.scribd.com/doc/14561350/metternich-stela.
Q) Wasn’t Horus known as the "Way, the Truth, the Light," "Messiah," "God’s Anointed Son," the "Son of Man," the "Good Shepherd," the "Lamb of God," the "Word made flesh," the "Word of Truth," all titles that were given to Jesus as well?
The only titles Horus is given are “Great God”, “Chief of the Powers”, “Master of Heaven”, and “Avenger of his Father”. None of the above titles are in any Egyptian mythology regarding Horus.
Q) Wasn’t Horus "the Fisher" and associated with the Fish ("Ichthys"), Lamb and Lion?
He was associated with a fish, but was never called “the fisher” or associated with a lamb or lion.
Q) Didn’t he come to fulfill the Law?
There was no “law” that Horus was supposed to fulfill.
Q) Wasn’t Horus called "the KRST," or "Anointed One"?
He was never referred to by either of these titles. "Krst", by the way, is the Egyptian word for "burial". It wasn't a title, doesn’t mean “anointed one”, and has no association with Horus.
Q) Isn’t it true that, like Jesus, "Horus was supposed to reign one thousand years."
There’s no mention of this in Egyptian mythology.
Q) Don’t the inscriptions on the wall of the Luxor temple show an annunciation, virgin birth and adoration for Horus?
No. The Luxor inscriptions show an entirely different birth narrative for Horus, in which his mother is a human queen who has sexual intercourse with Amun-Ra while he is disguised as her husband. Later, while she is pregnant, Kneph imparts Amun’s soul into Horus. After Horus is born, people gather around to observe the baby.
Mythicists tend to completely misrepresent this inscription, skipping over panel 4, where she is impregnated and then claiming that panel 8, where the soul is imparted into Horus, is the panel where she becomes pregnant (even though, looking at her belly, you can clearly see that she is pregnant in this panel).
The only comparisons here are that his mother becomes pregnant with him, gives birth to him, and then people come to see the baby. But this is a common pattern for any pregnancy, so there is no striking parallel here.
Even atheist scholar Richard Carrier agrees that the parallels here are “very weak”. You can read his take on the Luxor Inscriptions here: http://www.frontline-apologetics.com/Luxor_Inscription.html
Q) Though you’ve disagreed with most of the claims, you do agree that Horus had a sexless conception (in one version), had a god for a father, and was associated with a fish. Doesn’t this mean that there are parallels between Horus and Jesus?
Sure, but there are parallels between practically any two stories, real or fictional, if you look hard enough. The fact is that most of the claims have no indication of being part of ancient Egyptian mythology, making it difficult to argue that Jesus’ story was inspired by Horus’.
Krishna is the central figure in the Hindu religion. He was almost certainly a real person who lived around 3200 BC. There are many pre-Christian sources for Krishna, and I have had my responses to the Krishna claims fact-checked by two members of the Hindu religion.
Q) Was Krishna born of a virgin?
No. In fact, his mother, Devaki, had seven children before him.
Q) Was he born on December 25th?
He was born on July 19, 3228 BC., per many Krishna websites. I’ve seen none claiming he was born on Christmas.
Q) Wasn’t his father a carpenter, who was off paying taxes when Krishna was born?
His father, Vasuveda, wasn’t a carpenter, and was in prison when Krishna was born.
Q) And didn’t a ruling tyrant order the slaughter of thousands of infants in an attempt to kill Krishna?
There is a parallel here, but it’s not what mythicists suggest. Devaki’s brother, Kansa, who was a ruling tyrant, found out that Krishna would kill him one day, so he ordered that Krishna be killed as soon as he is born. Krishna is freed through divine intervention and flees to the city of Mathura. Kansa orders his army to search Mathura and kill all of the infants, and they kill many infants, but not Krishna. Considering that Mathura was a very small city, the number of infants killed could not have been “thousands”.
However, it wasn’t “thousands” for Jesus, either. Most scholars say that Herod’s army only killed around twenty or so infants (though the exact number isn’t given). So replace “thousands” with “several”, and you have a parallel.
Q) This is a pretty strong parallel, though, isn’t it?
The only problem is that this story dates to between the 4th and 6th century AD, long after Jesus’ time. There is no evidence that this event was part of Mithra’s story in pre-Christian times. It was likely a post-Christian addition to the story.
Q) Didn’t Krishna teach in parables, just like Jesus?
Using parables to teach is quite common for ancient teachers, so this wouldn’t be a striking coincidence if it happened to be true. But it’s not. I talked to a follower of Krishna who says that Krishna never used parables to teach.
Q) Was Krishna crucified?
No. He died after being struck by an arrow.
Q) Anything even crucifixion-like for Krishna?
The closest I’ve ever seen is a story, related by Louis Jacolliott, in which Krishna is stuck to a tree with arrows, and he dies on it. However, Jacolliott lived in the 19th century, and there is no evidence that this tradition was particularly old at the time.
Q) Mythicists say that Krishna died at the age of thirty, just like Jesus, and that the sun darkened at his death. True?
Jesus was at least 33 when He died (and probably closer to 36). As for Krishna, he died at the age of 125, per the Hindus, having lived from 3228 to 3102 BC. Mythicists are only off by 95 years! And there’s nothing about the sun darkening at his death.
Q) But wasn’t Krishna depicted on a cross with nail holes on his feet?
Yes, but only in post-Christian times.
Buddha was also a real person, who lived from 563 BC to roughly 483 BC (though there is disagreement on what year he died). His name was Siddhārtha Gautama, with “Buddha” (“awakened one”) being his title. He is the central character in the Buddhist religion, and is considered a god or prophet in many other religions, including Hinduism and Bahai faith. His earliest existing biographies are post-Christian, though there is much we know about him from pre-Christian sources.
Q) Wasn’t Buddha born on December 25th of the virgin Maya, with his birth attended by a "Star of Announcement," wise men and angels singing heavenly songs.
So, no.
Q) At his birth, wasn’t Buddha pronounced ruler of the world and presented with "costly jewels and precious substances"?
Partially true for Buddha, but not true for Jesus. The aforementioned Brahmins did predict that Buddha would be either the ruler of the world or the greatest religious founder of the world, and Buddha (apparently quite smart for a newborn) chose the latter. So in Buddha's case, he was not pronounced ruler of the world. And as for Jesus, He was not pronounced ruler of the world at His birth, either, so how would it compare even if this was true for Buddha?
As for the gifts, while it could be assumed that, as the child of a king, Buddha would be given costly presents, no texts specifically say that he was bestowed with such gifts. And, again, as for Jesus, He was not given costly gifts at His birth. The delivery of the frankincense, gold, and myrrh happened when the wise men came to Jesus' home when he was about a year old, not at the manger when he was just born.
Q) Wasn’t Buddha’s life threatened by a king "who was advised to destroy the child, as he was liable to overthrow him"?
First of all, there are many versions of the Buddha story, and this event occurs only in a rare version unfamiliar to most Buddhists. Secondly, this event doesn't correspond to the Biblical story of Herod's attempt to kill Jesus in Matthew chapter 2. Matthew wrote that killing Jesus was Herod's idea. In the Buddha story, the king in question (Bimbasara) is advised to destroy Buddha, but rejects this advice. So while Bimbasara is advised to kill Buddha, Herod is not advised to kill Jesus. While Herod wants, and attempts, to kill Jesus, Bimbasara does not want, or attempt, to kill Buddha.
Q) Wasn’t Buddha of royal lineage, just like Jesus?
Yes, but not like Jesus. Buddha was the son of a king, while Jesus was a distant descendant (along with most of His neighbors) of King David. Millions of people are descended from royalty somewhere down the line (I've even heard a theory that all Europeans are descendants of Charlemagne), so this one is hardly unique for either of them.
Q) Didn’t Buddha teach in the Temple at age 12?
Well, the first word is true. He indeed 'taught'. But it wasn't in a temple, and he wasn't twelve. He was fifteen.
Q) Didn’t he crush a serpent's head (as was traditionally said of Jesus) and was tempted by Mara, the "Evil One," when fasting.
Tradition mentions Buddha killing a serpent, but it doesn't say that he crushed its head (the exact method of execution isn't given). Mara was an evil one, not the evil one. Saying she is the evil one is clearly an attempt to imply that she was the Buddhist equivalent of the devil, when in fact Mara was one of many demons. Other than the fact that both Buddha and Jesus were tempted while fasting by an evil being, which I'll admit is somewhat of a coincidence, there's not much to compare the two stories. Buddha was not in a desert, as Jesus was. Buddha was tempted with incestual pleasures and fear of death, while Jesus was tempted with hunger, putting God to the test, and idolatry. Besides that, the temptations of Jesus bear far more of a resemblance to the temptations of the Israelites in the book of Exodus (which predates Buddha) than they do to the temptations of Buddha, so any claim that Buddha's temptations are the basis of Jesus' temptations are ridiculous.
Q) Didn’t Buddha perform miracles and wonders, heal the sick, feed 500 men from a "small basket of cakes," and walk on water?
The only one of these I've found pre-Christian support for is walking on water. In the Digha Nikaya, Chapter 11 (which was oral tradition from the 5th century BC and finally written down in the 1st century BC), Buddha is discussing miracles with Kevatta. Kevatta suggests that a display of psychic powers from one of his monks would increase the faith of the locals. Buddha responds, "Kevatta, there are these three miracles that I have declared, having directly known and realized them for myself. Which three? The miracle of psychic power, the miracle of telepathy, and the miracle of instruction." Buddha proceeds to list off examples of psychic powers: "Having been one he [the monk] becomes many; having been many he becomes one. He appears. He vanishes. He goes unimpeded through walls, ramparts, and mountains as if through space. He dives in and out of the earth as if it were water. He walks on water without sinking as if it were dry land. Sitting cross-legged he flies through the air like a winged bird. With his hand he touches and strokes even the sun and moon, so mighty and powerful."
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