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The debate against William Lane Craig against Bart Ehrman set out to discuss the historical evidence for the resurrection of Jesus. Craig argues through existence of four critical and verifiable evidences that lie within the context of the resurrection. He also maintains that the pieces of evidence are not matters of debate, but what is debatable is their translation. The four pieces of evidence from Craig include the burial of Jesus, the discovery of his empty tomb, his post-mortem appearances, and the origin of Jesus’ disciples beliefs in his resurrection. As he presents the four, he also includes findings of other historians who vouch for their existence, and claims they are virtually undisputed.  However, interpretation of the evidence leads him to question the best explanation of the above presented facts. In the explanation, Craig lists probable hypothesis that may explain the evidence. However, he concludes that the intrinsic probability is that Jesus resurrected from the dead. The assessment also holds when balanced out with alternative naturalistic probabilities. 
Bart Ehrman begins by explaining that the primary role of historians is establishing what probably happened in the past, to the best of their ability. Facts are, therefore, based on levels of probability. He then reiterates that the best forms of evidence are those from contemporary accounts from sources of the time in consideration. To that extent, stories can either be made up, or stories that actually happened. The ideal accounts from the sources are those that are consistent, disinterested, independent of one another, and also there are several. Ehrman argues that the gospels are not ideal sources of historical information, despite their theological significance. Their significance diminishes since their writers are actually fluent Greeks in the second generation of the church. The gospels present stories inconsistencies that cannot be reconciled. Erhman also argues that miracles are so highly improbable such that in any given instance, they are the least possible occurrence. He argues that the method of argument for resurrection is improbable historically, but a probable theologically. Given that history only establish facts based on highest level of probabilities, it is improbable that they recorded miracles, which by their definition are the least probable occurrence. 
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