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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. The argument from silence, that there are no contemporary references to Jesus, is a common argument among online supporters of the Jesus Myth thesis.
2. This argument is based on an ignorance of the nature of ancient source material and how an argument from silence is sustained.
3. John Remsburg, Michael Paulkovich, and David Fitzgerald have all made lists of authors who they say should have mentioned Jesus but did not, which has been taken up by Mythicists as evidence for their thesis.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
This article provides a detailed overview of the arguments from silence used by online supporters of the Jesus Myth thesis. The author does a good job of providing context for these arguments and explaining why they are not accepted by historians. However, there are some potential biases in the article that should be noted. For example, the author does not provide any counterarguments to these claims or explore any other possible explanations for why there may be no contemporary references to Jesus. Additionally, while the author does mention some potential sources for these arguments (John Remsburg, Michael Paulkovich, and David Fitzgerald), they are only briefly discussed and their potential biases are not explored in depth. Furthermore, while the article does provide some evidence for its claims (such as quotes from comments sections), it does not provide enough evidence to fully support its conclusions. In conclusion, this article provides an interesting overview of the arguments from silence used by online supporters of the Jesus Myth thesis but could benefit from more thorough exploration of potential biases and counterarguments as well as more evidence to support its claims.
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· Counterarguments to Jesus Myth thesis
· Potential biases in Jesus Myth thesis
· John Remsburg and Jesus Myth thesis
· Michael Paulkovich and Jesus Myth thesis
· David Fitzgerald and Jesus Myth thesis
· Evidence for Jesus Myth thesis
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