Jesus Debate
 




      By Ray Losey
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     After nearly 2000 years Jesus’ question to His disciples of “Who do people say that the Son of Man is?” and “Who do you say that I am?” is still relevant. People today often say, “He’s a man, a good ethical teacher, a prophet of God”. His disciples say, “He’s the Christ, the Son of the living God, He was and is divine, the God/Man”. 
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     Many people have not been content to merely say Jesus was a mere man, but are out to prove it. They’ve been on a crusade to separate what they consider to be the real “Historical Jesus” from the mythical “Christ of Faith”. Their campaign to demyth Jesus is part of a greater campaign (began in earnest 300 years ago, especially accelerated in the last 100), to remove all remnants of mythology from the Bible.
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     The Quest for the true “Historical Jesus” can be illustrated by a painting by Salvador Dali in which the mystical Christ floats transparently above the real human Jesus. The Quest has resulted in a Jesus Identity Crisis - Who Is Jesus Christ?

Promoters of “The Historical Jesus” make the following claims:

· The real historical Jesus and the early church (the true disciples of Jesus) did not believe Jesus was divine.

· In reality Jesus was a mere mortal, a good ethical teacher, nothing more.
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The Deity of Christ, the Trinity, and the Canon of the New Testament was a 4th century invention of the Council of Nicene in 325 AD, called for purely political reason by the Emperor Constantine. Christianity is a fabricated religion forced upon a ignorant populace.
· The four chosen gospels (Matthew, Mark, Luke and John) were heavily embellished with fables and myths about a divine Jesus, by writers two or three generation removed from Christ (Not written by eyewitness).
· By closely examining the texts, “Historical Criticism”, one is able get to the “Q”, the source of the real “The Historical Jesus” (the true acts and words of Jesus), and separate “the man” from the mystical and divine “Christ of Faith”, fables and myths: healings, feeding 5000, walking on water, raising the dead, etc.
· There were other “Gnostic” gospels that were suppressed or hidden, that tell of a different Jesus, or did not tell the story as the church wanted it to be told.
· Some of these “lost” gospels give an even more accurate portrayal of Jesus, for they were from the original disciples of Jesus.
· Jesus was married to Mary Magdalene, “The Holy Grail”, and had a child together. And an oppressive and sometimes violet cover up has just now been exposed.
The Road to “The Quest for the Historical Jesus”
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It began with the work of Herman S. Reimarus (1694-1768), who denied the existence of miracles.
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     Influential in the evolution of “Higher Criticism” was Friedrich Schleiermacher (1768-1834) – Know as “The father of Modern ‘liberal’ Theology” - A Pantheist.
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Instrumental in Demythologizing the Bible was Rudolf Bultmann (1884-1976) who also denied the existence of miracles; An Anti-supernaturalist.
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“The Quest” continues today primarily through the, 
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     The “Weststar Institute” (named after a communications satellite) is the public relations wing of radical liberal “christianity”, or “The Religious Left”. It is best known for its sponsorship of the “Jesus Seminar”. The RL markets their radical ideas in the universities in which they teach, in books, lectures, seminars, and through mass media. Very few, if any actually pastor churches.
     Members of the “Weststar Institute” collaborate with major media outlets to advance their agenda. Their “Jesus Seminar” was a major news event, covered by all the major media mouthpieces - print, radio and television, local and national.
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     They joined forces in 1999 with the late Peter Jennings and ABC News in a 4 hour special report in “The Search for Jesus”. Mr. Jennings gives the impression that as a profession journalist he is making an honest attempt to get to the truth.
“We have gone in search of what we can know about Jesus, the man”… “We spoke with biblical scholars, historinians, acheologist  and religious leaders…

     However, the broadcast was nothing more than a propagada piece promoting the religious left’s view of Jesus. What he does not tell his audience is that he only spoke with liberal scholars, historinains, and archeologist. He simply reiterates the modern slant of liberal theologians:
 “There is no reliable evidence about who the authors (of the New Testament) actually were. It is pretty much agreed (by liberal scholors) that they were not eyewitness. They were written 70 to 130 years after Jesus death”.
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    “Weststar” and likeminded groups have also teamed up with “The History Channel”, “Discovery Channel” and “PBS” in a relentless campaign to “demyth” Jesus and the Bible. 
     Erwin W. Lutzer, senior pastor of The Moody Church in Chicago says,
“These left-wing scholars’ stated purpose is to change the way people think about Jesus. They have gone public, and national newspapers regularly report their conclusions. They want to free the Bible from the ‘religious right’ and believe that our culture needs a new view of Jesus, a Jesus who speaks to modern concerns such as feminism, multiculturalism, ecology, and political correctness. This Jesus is a mere man”.

Who Are These People?
Are they honest individuals who are genially seeking to know who Jesus really was? NOT!
The cofounders of “The Weststar Institute” are:
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  Robert Funk


    John Dominic Crossan

Strong Skeptic 

       Du Paul University 
   Atheist
Other notable members are:
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Richard Holloway

      Karen Armstrong


    Marcus Borg

  Supporter of

   “The History of God”

  “The Five Gospels”
 Liberal Causes:

        “All religions


      Panentheist
   Gay Rights


        are the same”
Of the 150 to 200 participates of the “Jesus Seminar”:
· Many are reputable liberal scholars. 
· Others are relatively unknown or undistinguished in the field of biblical studies.
· Surprisingly many former priests.
· One member is a Ph.D. in mathematics and physics. More well-known as a film director. 
     Seminar critic William Lane Craig has argued that the self-selected members of the group do not represent the consensus of New Testament scholars. He writes:

“Of the 74 [scholars] listed in their publication The Five Gospels, only 14 would be leading figures in the field of New Testament studies. More than half are basically unknowns, who have published only two or three articles. Eighteen of the fellows have published nothing at all in New Testament studies. Most have relatively undistinguished academic positions, for example, teaching at a community college”.
     Luke Timothy Johnson of the Candler School of Theology at Emory University, in his 1996 book The Real Jesus, says their conclusions are:
"already determined ahead of time," which "is not responsible, or even critical scholarship. It is a self-indulgent charade”.
     In other words, the real “Q”, the source, is them. They have already predetermined what the so-called source is. Their conclusion is the source!
     Erwin W. Lutzer in his book The DaVinci Deception says,

     First, deep in the mind that these radical views are entirely based on the subjective hunches of each scholar; in effect every decision is made with an unwavering bias against miracles…
     They are not forced to their conclusion by historical or archaeological discoveries but by prior convictions and self consciously chosen naturalistic presuppositions. Yes, the scholars have extensively studied the life and times of Jesus, but only to try to shape their personal view of who Jesus really was: Jesus the man, the mere man.
     …their naturalistic view of the world comes prior to historical investigation. Driven by a strong antisupernatural bias, they end where they begin: In their minds, there can be no supernatural Jesus.
     Once Jesus is cut off from the eyewitness accounts, everyone is free to interpret him however one wishes… Jesus is made into whoever we want him to be.

     Howard Clark Kee, a New Testament professor emeritus at Boston University calls the work of the Jesus seminar “an academic disgrace”.

     As agnostics, atheists, skeptics, and anti-supernaturalist, pantheists and those who deny the existence of a personal God, are heavily bias toward a particular perspective. Their dishonestly resides in the picture they paint of themselves in the public eye as the only reputable biblical scholars who can sincerely and candidly decided, “Who Jesus Is?” They want you to think that there are no other biblical scholars, period. There are only “BELIEVERS”, and what they think is based not on the facts of history, but solely on unreasonable faith. They rather shiftily accuse the “BELIEVERS” of a major cover-up.
     The Quest for “Modern Scholarship” has uncovered that the “Religious Left is:
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Anti-supernatural

· Anti-scholarship
· Anti-historian
· Anti-journalistic
· Academic Phonies 
· Pretenders

· Liars
· Idolatries
· Wolves in sheep’s clothing
     “The Quest for the Historical Jesus” has also been popularized by two books and a major motion picture:
[image: image20.png]Tie HISTORY CHANNEL




[image: image21.png]


Michael Biagent – Earned a MA in Mysticism and Religious Experience; A Freemason. 


Richard Leigh
 - A Novelist.


Henry Lincoln – Scriptwriter.
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Dan Brown – Novelist
70 Million Copies Sold Worldwide


   He says he’s a “Christian”.

A Major Motion Picture



   Also, “a student of many









   religions”.
It’s a mystery? Is the “DA VINCI CODE” fact or fiction? – The front cover states plainly it’s a NOVEL. The first word in the prelude says, FACT.  Dan Brown states on his website:

“The Da Vinci Code an entertaining story that promotes spiritual discussion and debate”.
“These real elements are interpreted and debated by fictional characters. While it is my belief that some of the theories discussed by these characters may have merit, each individual reader must explore these characters' viewpoints and come to his or her own interpretations” 

     A survey of Canadian readers of the novel revealed that 1/3 believed it to be factual. Dan Brown was asked if he were to write the book as a factual account would he change anything, he responded, “No”, he would not.
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     If Brown does not believe his book is factual, then if anything, he has used one of the most successful marketing techniques in modern times to convince millions of readers to purchase a fictional book as fact. If “It’s nothing but fiction”, who would purchase just another ordinary novel. Director Ron Howard committed on ABC News, that the D.C. is “first and foremost about very provocative ideas”. The fact that millions of copies of a not so novel, Novel, has been sold is based on the fact that a large percentage of the readers actually believe his fictional story is factual. If Brown knows, “in fact”, “It’s nothing but fiction”, he has hoodwinked millions of readers simply to make a million bucks or two. Can anyone say, “Conspiracy”!
     On the other hand, if something more sinister is going on and in fact Brown does believe his novel is factual then one should not be fooled by the novel’s genre. 
     “The book is written from a particular religious ideology. It is not a neutral fictional tale that adds a few historical facts for a ring of truth. It is a propaganda piece for a religious worldview… readers of Brown’s novel need to realize that his commitment to Neo-Pagan religious assumptions also color his choice of “fact” and everything he affirms through his characters.
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Rebuttal 
      Those who believe Jesus was a mere man and out to prove it, accuse believers in Jesus deity of lying and deception, when in fact they are the ones who are attempting to communicate their version of Jesus in hidden ways. The church in fact has nothing to hide or to be ashamed of. We are told to go into the entire world and proclaim the good news! Go tell it on the mountain that Jesus Christ is King!
Did Jesus Believe He was God? The Gospels say, Yes!
· He claimed to forgive sins? (Mark 2:1-11).
“Jesus said to the paralytic, ‘Your sins are forgiven” 
The religious leaders of His day understood what Jesus was implying, “He’s blaspheming! Who can forgive sin but God alone”.
[image: image26.png]


Meaning: Jesus is saying, “He is God!”
· He claimed to be the Christ (Mark 14:61-62)
“The high priest asked Him, ‘Are you the Christ, the Son of Blessed One?’

‘I AM’ said Jesus…”

Claiming to be the Christ is equivalent to claiming to be God, for only God can do what the Christ is prophesied to be and to do, i.e.: the Anointed One / Messiah is called “Almighty God, Eternal Father, Prince of Peace” (Isaiah 9:6). 

Did Jesus Disciples Believe He was God? Yes!
· They did not believe he was a mere mortal man, 

“He was asking His disciples, "Who do people say that the Son of Man is?"  And they said, "Some say John the Baptist; and others, Elijah; but still others, Jeremiah, or one of the prophets." (Matthew 16:13-14) - All mortal men.

· They believed He was the Christ = God.
“Who do you say that I am?” Simon Peter answered, “You are the Christ, the Son of the living God. Jesus replied, ‘Blessed are you Simon…”  (Matthew 16:15-16).
· They believed He was greater than the environment. After Jesus calmed the storm on the sea,
“He said to them, "Why are you afraid? Do you still have no faith?" They became very much afraid and said to one another, "Who then is this, that even the wind and the sea obey Him?” (Mark 4:40-41).

· The Jewish disciples knew not to worship anyone or thing except for God alone (Exodus 20:3-4; Psalm 81:9; 95:6), after His resurrection, 
“Then the eleven disciples went to Galilee… When they saw Him, they worshipped Him…” (Matthew 28:16-17). 

“Jesus came and stood among them… Thomas said to Him, “My Lord, and my God” (John 20:26-28).

· John begins his Gospel with a clear statement declaring Jesus’ deity,

“In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God” (John 1:1).

Did the Apostle Paul Believe Jesus was God? Yes!
“Christ Jesus, who, although He existed in the form of God, did not regard equality with God a thing to be grasped, but emptied Himself… (Philippians 2:5-7)
“…looking for the blessed hope and the appearing of the glory of our great God and Savior, Christ Jesus” (Titus 2:13)
“from whom is the Christ according to the flesh, who is over all, God blessed forever. Amen” (Romans 9:5)
Many of Paul epistles were written before the Gospels, declaring Jesus’ deity,

Did the Early Church Fathers Believed Jesus was God? Yes!
· [image: image27.png]i \:"«"\’24



Theophlius was the first to use the term “trinity” lived from 116-181 A.D.
· Ignatius (30-107) an early church father we find in his writings the following statement: “Jesus Christ our God, who is God and man”. He refers to Him as “God incarnate”; as “Christ God”.
· Justin Martyr (100-155) wrote of “Jesus, who . . . being the first-begotten Word of God, is even God”.
· Irenaeus of Lyons (120-255 A.D.) wrote that Jesus was “perfect God and perfect man”.
· Tertullian of Carthage (145-255 A.D.) said Jesus “Christ is also God . . . [In] His birth, God and man united”. Jesus is “both Man and God, the Son of Man, and the Son of God”.
· Anthansius (293-373 A.D.) taught against the early Arian heresy, which taught that Jesus Christ was not God, declared that Jesus, “always was and is God and Son,” and, “He who is eternally God . . . also became man for our sake.
· Augustine declared that Christians “believe that Father, Son, and Holy Spirit are one God… a trinity of mutually related Persons, and a unity of equal essence”. 
· “For the two and half centuries before Nicaea, the nearly universal opinion of the church was that Christ was divine, just as the Scriptures taught”.

· Of all people throughout history Jesus is the least likely candidate for divication! Who would make a deity out of a person who was hung on a cruel cross as a common criminal in an obscure place and time? Throughout the ages many have been proclaimed as a god, but Jesus of Nazareth? Who can explain why so many still believe today He is divine, if it is not true, when so many others have fallen from candidacy? “There’s been an enormous cover up”, they say!  How plausible is it that the church has hidden the real Jesus for 19 centuries? Is it only now that Dan Brown and the “Religious Left” have finally revealed the big secret and reduce Jesus to the level of all mortals? No! They have uncovered nothing new in the long spiritual war to de-deify Jesus. 
Has the Church Ever Taught that there are Three Gods? No!
· The idea that the Trinity was derived from ancient religions of Babylon, Egypt, Greece and Roman has no foundation. Jehovah Witness and others misrepresent the trinity concept. The Christian trinity is nothing like the false counterfeit trinities of paganism, but significantly different. There is no pagan triad of gods analogous to the Christian Trinity. The pagan trinities are henotheistic, that is a hierarchy of gods - the worship of a supreme god combined with the belief and worship of lesser gods not equal in essence or power. 

· Antitrinitarians believe the Orthodox Church teaches the trinity as being three gods. However, the Church has never taught tri-theism (three gods), though some have attempted to explain the trinity as God working in three different modes or aspects (Sabelliansim; Modalism). This view was rejected and condemned by the church at large. The Church also condemned the 4th century invention “Arianism” - the belief that Jesus was a god, created and not eternal.
· The Church believes that Jesus was subordinate to the Father when he became the Son and voluntarily gave up the use of His Omni-attributes in order to experience humanity. But He did not cease being God in essence. (See the Person of Christ notes).
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Did the Council of Nicene invent the Deity of Christ, and the Trinity? No! 
· They did not create a new doctrine in the 4th century but only confirmed in writing what was already firmly and widely established.
Did the Council of Nicene create, the New Testament Canon? No!
· The New Testament Canon was not even an issue. “There is no evidence that Constantine and the delegates even discussed the Gnostic Gospels or anything that pertained to the Canon”.
 
· The Canon was created by God. The church simply recognized its inspiration and authority. Later councils only ratified what the church had already widely accepted for some time.
· The criteria for Canonity was determined by 1) whether the writing were linked with an apostle or by a close associate of an apostle – “eyewitnesses”; 2) conformity to the rule of faith – the book’s teaching consistent with the Old Testament and with the apostles; 3) widespread and continuous acceptance by the church. A book was included or rejected in the Canon as inspired and authoritative based on these criteria, not because of political pressure. The recognition of the Canon took place over centuries, as opposed to a particular moment.
Were the four Gospels heavily embellished with fables and myths about a divine Jesus? No!
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 “For we did not follow cunningly devised fables when we made known to you the power and coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, but were eyewitnesses of His majesty” (2 Peter 1:16).

· Paul says: “have nothing to do with worldly fables” (1 Timothy 4:7). 
· It is not the Church that believes in myths: “The time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine… they will accumulate for themselves teachers in accordance to their own desires… and will turn aside to myths” (2 Timothy 4:3-4)

· If Jesus was God it is not unreasonable to believe that He would do miraculous things.
· It is the racial religious left that have heavily embellished theirs books and seminaries with fables and myths.
Did the Church suppress other “Gnostic” gospels with which they did not find agreeable? No!
· There were no other 1st century gospels even in existence to be suppressed, covered up, or censored. Dr Gary Habermas of Liberty University states in the documentary video “The DaVinci Delusion”,

“There are the four 1st century Gospels. They are the only 1st century gospels. ‘That’s because they squashed these other things!’ they say. Where is the evidence?” No one can say what the books are, what the competition is, and what got squashed in the process. “Where is the data that there were competing gospels decades after Jesus that got kick out and only four remaining? Frankly, there are no written gospels from the same time frame that are even in the picture. We don’t have gospels, stories of Jesus that are even competing”.

· Some other writings (non-Gnostic) were not “Banned from the Bible”, but were simply brushed aside because they were universally recognized as forgeries, written well after the 1st century. The key to this discussion is not what was accepted or rejected in the 4th century, but what accepted or rejected in the 1st and 2nd century.

Did the “Gnostic gospels” represent the earliest form of Jesus’ teaching, written by the earliest group of disciples around Jesus who were all Gnostics? No!
· The only knowledge of Gnosticism was from the writings of early church fathers who spoke about them and against them, until several Gnostic texts were discovered in Nag Hammadi, Egypt in 1945. “The dates of the actual writings of the originals range from about AD 150 to the 4th or 5th century”.
 They are well outside the range of being eyewitness accounts. 
· The Gnostic gospels written in Coptic are not actually gospels at all, but are more like theological treatises. “They are the musing of various teachers. They Gnostic writers did not actually believe that historical events were essential to the spiritual quest”… “They are non-historical, even anti-historical. They contain little narrative and have no sense of chronology”.
 
· Sandra Miesel, Catholic journalist and author states in “The DaVinci Delusion”, 
“They are not real documents about a real person. That’s the thing that immediately distinguishes these documents from the authentic Scriptures”.
· They are very different from the New Testament Gospel accounts in both form and content. The Gnostic texts paint a bazaar picture of Jesus which is greatly at odds with the New Testament. These two pictures of Jesus are profoundly distinct, and indeed contradictory.

· The Gnostic texts all fail the criteria for canonicity.
Did Jesus marry Mary Magdalene and have a child? No! 

· There is literally no credible evidence whatsoever. No reputable art historian believes that Leonardo intended to encode Mary as the cup in his famous painting of the Last Supper. In a rough draft Leonardo designates the one on Jesus’ right to be John. 
Conclusion

     None of the “Religious Left’s” claims can stand up to the scrutiny of a true “Quest for the Historical Jesus”, but their long war against the deity of Jesus will most certainly continue for some time, and will only intensify until the end of this age. The Weststar Institute is working on their next campaign, “The Acts Seminar” and Dan Brown is deviously toiling on a sequel to “The DaVinci Code”. And, they are sure to receive free publicity by your local and national media outlets. Stay Tune. But don’t be fooled!
They did not originate the idea, but first popularized the hypothesis of Jesus being married and having children, 





For all its novelty the story fits well within the typical template of murder mystery novels.
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