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The Book's Purpose
   Dismantle six recent challenges to the
   traditional, historical view of Jesus
   Verify that the Jesus presented in the
   Scriptures is who He claimed to be~
   the Son of God
   Help believers clear up the confusion
   and doubt that has been spurred on
   by modern-day skeptics and outright
   antagonists of Christianity
   Expose ways modern challenges to
   Christianity are based on shallow and
   even fabricated scholarship

The Book’s Message
    Since the publishing of The Case for Christ in
1998, there has been an onslaught of attacks on
Christianity. From Dan Brown’s The Da Vinci
Code to the Jesus Seminar, antagonists purport
new evidence that raises serious questions about
the accuracy of the traditional view of Jesus. Their
efforts have generated skepticism among the gen-
eral populace and confusion among believers.

     Are the recently discovered ancient documents
reliable? Did the Church tamper with the biblical
text? Does new evidence refute the Resurrection?
Are Christian beliefs copied from pagan religions?
These and other questions deserve carefully re-
searched answers. And each individual must have
an open mind to accept whatever the evidence
proves.
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(Interview with Craig A. Evans, New Testament professor, Arcadia Uni-
versity)

     This challenge deals with the issue of competing documents that alleg-
edly provide a more reliable account than the canonical Gospels. At the
least, critics claim that these documents shed additional light. The ramifi-
cations of this challenge are obvious. Are they legitimate? If so, then how
reliable are the Gospels according to Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John?

Why So M uch Interest Now?
     Why are there so many unusual portraits of Jesus surfacing today? One
reason is that many “scholars” do not have proper training in the Semitic
roots of the New Testament. They can read the Greek language, but Jesus
spoke and taught mostly in Aramaic. The resulting problem is that they
tend to read a Greek influence into Jesus. This factor hindered the credibility
of the highly publicized Jesus Seminar.

     Another reason there is so much interest in these recent documents
is that extreme skepticism is in vogue today. It is as if there is competition
over who can be the furthest “out there.” People today want to hear what
is new. They do not get excited about the traditional views.

Criteria for Reliability
     Before evaluating the works in question, we must understand the
criteria historians use to determine reliability. When was the document
written? The closer the writing is to the actual events depicted, the more
reliable the document tends to be. Where the document was written is a
second criterion. One written in the Eastern Mediterranean carries more
weight than one written in Spain.

     A third criterion involves cultural accuracy. Does the document verify
actual cultural trends of the day, or does it expose phony pieces of informa-
tion? A fourth criterion regards motivational questions. Did the author
have an ax to grind? Was he trying to promote something dubious or deny
something he didn’t support?

The Documents in Question
The six documents that have received the most recent attention include

The Gospel of Thomas, The Gospel of Peter, The Gospel of Mary, The
Secret Gospel of Mark, The Jesus Papers, and The Gospel of Judas. A com-
mon element in these documents is the influence of Gnosticism, reflecting
beliefs that first-century Christians knew nothing about.

The Gospel of Thomas portrays Jesus as one who imparted mysterious
and secret teachings. There are a handful of historical references to a docu-
ment supposedly written by Thomas. But no noted historians ever believed
that the Gospel was early or authentic. For one thing, there are too many
parallels to the canonical Gospels, suggesting a later date. Moreover, many
evidences, such as the grammar and the arrangement of the material, clearly
point to a Syriac origin. These factors lead us to date the document 175-
200.

The Gospel of Mary was popularized by Dan Brown’s The Da Vinci
Code. No serious scholar would claim that Mary Magdalene composed
this work. It probably dates between 150 and 200, and it was written with
the motive of validating female leadership in the Church.

The Secret Gospel of Mark
has actually been proven to be a
hoax written by Professor Morton
Smith in the 1960s. In order to
gain notoriety, the professor had
the audacity to write a 450-page
scholarly critique of his own hoax.

The Jesus Papers claim to
be Aramaic writings discovered in
1961 during an excavation under
a house in Jerusalem. The docu-
ments were supposedly penned by
Jesus Himself. Such claims are crazy.
For one thing, no papyrus could
survive that long in Jerusalem’s
climate. Two archaeologists suppos-
edly verified the identity; but they
are dead. Moreover, the author’s
credibility is not reputable. Evans
calls it “voodoo scholarship.”

Conclusion
All six of the alternative “gospels”

fail the test of historicity and can
offer nothing of value to our under-
standing of the real Jesus. The oth-
ers are either hoaxes or jokes, or
they were written so late that they
contribute nothing to the discus-
sion. On the other hand, the four
canonical Gospels pass each of the
criteria tests.
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“The Gospels are
essentially reliable,
and there are lots
and lots of other

scholars who agree….
The Gospels have fairly
and accurately reported
the essential elements
of Jesus’ teachings,

life, death, and
resurrection.”

CBS
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The M ost Common
Variants
    How do we explain Ehrman’s
claim that there are 200,000-
400,000 variants? Where do most
of these variants come from? The

most common ones come from
spelling variations that make no
difference at all in the words’ mean-
ings (much like changing an a to
an an before a noun beginning
with a vowel).

     Then there are “nonsense” er-
rors where the scribe’s inattentive-
ness caused him to write the wrong
word. The context makes it easy
to cite these errors. Sometimes the
variants involve synonyms, like
using the word Jesus instead of Lord.

     We are fortunate to have thou-
sands of documents. But the more
documents there are, the greater
the likelihood of variants. Probably
only about one percent of the var-
iants alters the meaning of the text
or stands a good chance of going
back to the original. For example,
does Romans 5:1 say, “We have
peace” or “let us have peace”?
We aren’t sure. But neither option
changes biblical teaching.

Intentional Variations
     Ehrman was correct in his claim
that sometimes scribes intentionally
altered the text. Understandably,
on the surface such claims may
make Christians nervous. But they
must understand why the text was
altered. About 2,000 of the texts
we have are lectionaries that were
used for daily readings. Often the
scribe would change a pronoun to
the proper noun so that the listener
would know from one day to the
next who was being referred to.

     Admittedly, scribes also occa-
sionally altered the text for theo-
logical reasons. This is true the fur-
ther away you get from the original
text. But one must understand that
no such alteration ever jeopardizes
any doctrine of our faith. Since
1707, “no cardinal or essential
doctrine is altered by any textual
variant that has plausibility of
going back to the original.”

(Interview with Daniel B. Wallace, Professor of New Testament Studies,
Dallas Theological Seminary)

      Can our existing Bible be trusted? That question, sparked by Bart
D. Ehrman’s best-selling book Misquoting Jesus (2005) has shaken the
faith of many believers. According to Ehrman, scribes through the centuries
intentionally and accidentally altered biblical texts to the extent that their
very meanings are in question. He claims that there are 200,000-400,000
variants. Does even a single error suggest that the Bible cannot be trusted?

The Inerrancy Question
      What does the Bible mean when it says that all Scripture is “inspired”?
It certainly doesn’t mean that God dictated the words. But He so influ-
enced the biblical writers, using their own unique personalities, that the
end product was exactly what He wanted produced.

Infallibility suggests that the Bible speaks truth in everything it teaches.
Inerrancy suggests that the Bible speaks truth in everything it touches.
Infallibility is more foundational than inerrancy because it deals with faith
and practice. However, many on the ultra-conservative end have inverted
the pyramid, and have made inerrancy the pivotal doctrine of the faith.
Find one error in the Bible and you can throw the whole thing out, they
say. Inerrancy is a critical doctrine, but we must be careful not to worship
the Bible or to make it the fourth person of the Trinity.

      Finding one error in the Bible may cause one to rethink that portion
of the pyramid, but it should not alter one’s foundational view of Christ.
Infallibility and inerrancy are important doctrines, but salvation does not
depend on them.

New Testament Documents
      Textual critics have thousands of documents to work with. There are
5,700 copies of the Greek New Testament and another 10,000 in Latin,
far more witnesses to work with than any other ancient Greek or Latin
literature. Adding another 10,000-15,000 copies in other languages (e.g.,
Coptic, Syriac) will give a total of more than 25,000 handwritten copies.

      One could practically rewrite the New Testament just by copying the
biblical references cited in the works of the Early Church fathers. Virtually
every reconstruction of other ancient Greek works requires imaginative
conjectures. That’s not true with the New Testament. To date, we have
10-15 papyri dating back to the second century, within 100 years of the
actual events. This fact is absolutely amazing when one considers the
wide span of years separating other Greek pieces of literature from their
originals.

“Infallibility and inerrancy
are important for the health of

the church, but are not essential
for the life of the church.”

CBS

The Issue of Text Tampering
challenge 2:

The Issue of Text Tampering
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(Interview with Michael Licona, director
of apologetics and interfaith evangelism,
North American Mission Board)

In 2006, two New York Times bestsellers increased the public’s curiosity
about Jesus. In The Jesus Papers Michael Baigent proposed that Pilate
never wanted Jesus killed; so he conspired a plot to remove Him from
the cross before he died. In The Jesus Dynasty James Tabor theorized that
Jesus’ family removed the body from the tomb and buried Him elsewhere.

     Is there any merit to these recent claims? They have generated question
marks in the minds of many and deserve our attention. Does history sup-
port the validity of the resurrection?

Standards of Proof
What standards of proof do historians use to determine if the resur-

rection actually occurred? They do not look for absolute certainty but
for probable certainty. First, they look for relevant sources such as the
New Testament, Josephus, and the apostolic fathers. Second, they apply
the responsible method of assigning the greatest weight to eyewitnesses
and evidence corroborated by others. Third, they use the principle of
restrained results, refusing to make claims that exaggerate the evidence.

The Facts of the Resurrection
Can a strong case be made for the resurrection on evidence that even

most skeptics accept as true? Here are several minimal facts that pass the
standards of proof.

    First, Jesus died by crucifixion. Even skeptics, agnostics, and atheists
agree that evidence supports Jesus’ death by crucifixion. Beyond the four
Gospels, non-Christian sources also verify the crucifixion. The odds are
slim to none that someone would survive such a cruel method of capital
punishment.

    Second, Jesus’ disciples believed that He resurrected and appeared to
them. How do we know this? Paul, who personally knew some of the
disciples, reported their claims. Also, we have oral tradition that emerged
into the forms of hymns, creeds, and sermon summaries. And we have
the written works of the Early Church, including the four Gospels and
the apostolic fathers, who provide reports of His post-resurrection
appearances.

    Third, we have record of Paul’s conversion to Christianity. This evi-
dence is significant in that he had previously been a staunch persecutor
of the Church. In addition to Paul’s own testimony, we have Luke,
Clement of Rome, Tertullian, and others who provide reports of the
apostle’s suffering and willingness to die for the faith. People convert to
other religions all the time. But what makes Paul’s conversion different
is his claim to have personally encountered the resurrected Christ.

“The cross either unmasked him as a pretender
or opened the door to a supernatural resurrection that

has irrevocably affirmed his divinity.”

New Evidence Refuting
                 the Resurrection

challenge 3:
New Evidence Refuting
                 the Resurrection

      Fourth, we have evidence of
James, the half-brother of Jesus,
converting to Christianity. During
Jesus’ lifetime, none of Jesus’ bro-
thers were followers. We learn

of the pivotal conversion in 1
Corinthians where it is reported
that Jesus appeared to James. Not
only did he become a follower, but
he also became a key leader in the
Early Church.

      Fifth, the tomb of Jesus was
empty. This doesn’t prove that He
came back to life. But the empty
tomb does force the issue of ex-
plaining what happened. This fact
does not carry the “nearly the uni-
versal consensus among scholars
that the first four do.” But, still,
probably 75 percent of scholars re-
gard the empty tomb as historical
fact.

Cross-Examination
      The five facts have been pre-
sented. But will the resurrection
hold up to cross-examination?

      First, the Qur’an states that
Jesus never really died on the cross.
Muslims hold Jesus up as a legiti-
mate prophet. Yet Jesus predicted
that He would die a violent death.
If He didn’t, that prediction would
make Him a false prophet. This
dilemma puts Muslims in a Catch-
22 situation. Unless someone is
already a Muslim, no scholar would
ever place the Qur’an as a more
credible source than the Bible.

      Second, Baigent’s The Jesus
Papers claims that Pilate did not
want Jesus to die because He was
a positive influence in supporting
the Roman tax system. Therefore,
he plotted a way to revive Jesus
with aloes and common herbs.
Baigent’s claims are next to absurd.
Paul urged people to obey the
government, but that didn’t stop
Rome from killing him. And why
isn’t every hospital in the world
using these wonder drugs? He has
no evidence at all to back up his
claims. People today are wildly

continued on page 5
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CHALLENGE 3:
NEW EVIDENCE REFUTING THE RESURRECTION
continued from page 4

open to any alternative to traditional Christianity.

     Third, what about the claims that the post-resurrection appearances
were merely hallucinations and delusions? This view may hold water if
it were just Peter we were talking about. But when you factor in Paul,
who was an enemy of Christianity, and then the appearances to large
groups of people at the same time~who ever heard of groups of people
having identical hallucinations concurrently?

     Fourth, relocation hypotheses have become popular on the Internet.
For example, Jeffrey Jay Lowder claims that Jesus was stored in Joseph’s
tomb on Friday, that He was moved to a second tomb on Saturday, and
that His family later took the body and reburied Him elsewhere. Then
he asserts that the post-resurrection appearances were invented and added
to Mark’s original Gospel. Lawton makes assertions that even skeptics
don’t buy. Do his theories account for all the facts without straining
them? Absolutely not.

(Interview with Edwin M. Yamauchi, retired professor and prolific writer)

     Did Christianity borrow from pagan mystery religions to formulate
its belief system, especially regarding the supernatural elements of Christ’s
virgin birth, death, and resurrection? These seemingly innocent insinuations
originated more than a century ago but have returned with a full-force
vengeance in the last several years. How true is the statement in The Da
Vinci Code, “Nothing in Christianity is original”? If biblical writers pla-
giarized from ancient mythology, Christianity would be seriously dis-
credited.

General Overview
     Michael Licona stressed that none of these recent claims in any way
negates the abundance of historical evidence that supports the basis of
Christianity. Moreover, the general consensus among modern scholars
is that there were no dying and resurrecting gods that predate Christianity.
Swedish scholar T.N.D. Mettinger, taking a minority role, claims that
there are three to five accounts that predate Christianity, but he adamantly
concludes that none of them serve as parallels to Jesus. To keep matters
in their proper context, it is important to understand that most of the
mythical stories are connected to the cyclical changing of the seasons.

Background of the M ystery Religions
     These religions arose during the Roman Empire, mostly coming from
the Eastern Mediterranean area. They are “mystery” religions in that mem-
bers were sworn to secrecy. The latest and most popular was Mithraism.
At the end of the nineteenth century, a group of scholars in the History
of Religions School promoted the idea that Jesus’ resurrection derived
from the dying and rising of fertility gods.

     Sir James Frazer popularized these views in 1906 by claiming that
the gods Osiris, Adonis, Attis, and Tammuz all had a common fertility
god that died and rose. In the 1930s, three French scholars asserted that
Christianity was influenced by Hellenistic mystery religions. Although
reputable scholars have pretty well refuted these claims, Internet articles
have kept these theories alive and well.

M ithraism Parallels
Mithraism, a late Roman mystery

religion, became a chief rival to
Christianity in the second century
and beyond. Contrary to what skep-
tics may claim, there is almost no
evidence whatsoever to substantiate
claims that Mithraism existed early
enough to influence the basic be-
liefs of Christianity.

     One parallel claims that Mithras
was born of a virgin. The writings,
however, state that he was born
full-grown out of a rock. Another
parallel is that Mithras was born
on December 25. But this cannot
be claimed as a parallel because we
do not know when Jesus was born.
The December date seems to have
originated in the fourth century
when Constantine embraced
Christianity.

    Another claim is that Mithras
sacrificed himself for world peace.
But he did not sacrifice himself.
He killed a bull. What about the
most important parallel~that
Mithras died and rose again?
Because this was a secret religion,
we have no textual evidence
whatsoever on how he died. And
there are no references to a
resurrection.

Other Parallels
     Do any accounts exist that could
be construed as resurrection paral-
lels with Christianity? First, there
are no accounts of Marduk and
Dionysus being resurrected. One
has been alleged for fertility god
Tammuz; but it turns out not to
be a resurrection after all. The
myths relating to Cybele and Attis
are tied to the vegetation cycle.
The story of Osiris, whose body
was sliced into fourteen pieces and
then reassembled, may predate
Christianity. However, it is mislead-
ing to equate the Egyptian concept
of the afterlife with that of Christian-
ity. Osiris was brought back as king
of the underworld, a far cry from
the resurrection of Jesus.

    Are there any realistic claims
that parallel the virgin birth of
Jesus? Scholars such as Robert
Miller, Walter Bundy, and Tom
Flynn assert that the virgin birth
of Jesus has its roots in pagan re-
                   continued on page 6
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4.  The apostle Paul would have
     never intentionally borrowed
     from pagan religions. In fact,
     he warned against doing so.
5.  Since Christianity was exclusi-
     vistic, any hint of syncretism
     would have generated contro-
     versy.
6.  Christianity is based on actual
     historical events.
7.  There is more evidence that
      other religions were influenced
     by Christianity not vice versa.

     In summary, God at the outset
intended that the world would
come to know Him through Israel.
The one described in the Scriptures
as the Messiah would deal with sin
and would rule and reign. He would
suffer before being raised up. He
would ride humbly on a donkey
and yet arrive in clouds of glory.
Very simply, this person is Jesus,
or else it is no one.

Objections to M essianic
Claims
     Some objectors claim that the
prophecies don’t suggest that the
Messiah must be divine. That is
not true. There is plenty of scrip-
tural evidence. Some words that
describe the exalted king are the
same words used to describe God.
People exalt God and the king.
They serve both; they bow down
before both. In Isaiah 9:6-7, the
Messiah is given names like “Ever-
lasting Father” and “Mighty God.”

     Another objection centers on
the issue of world peace. Did Jesus
really bring world peace as the
prophecies indicate? These critics,
however, do not understand the
                     continued on page 7

CHALLENGE 4: THE COPYCAT THEORY
continued from page 5

ligions. But Jesus’ birth is distinctive in that it is based on ancient prophecy
(Isaiah 7:14). The supposed parallels break down when given careful ex-
amination. For example, many of the stories, such as those about Zeus,
have anthropomorphic gods lusting after women. Is this similar to the
biblical account? Of course not. And keep in mind, just because an extra-
ordinary birth in a mythological story might predate Christianity does
not mean that Christianity borrowed from the stories.

A Quick Summary
     Copycat claims fall short in their arguments for seven reasons:
1.  Just because events parallel one another does not mean that one
     caused the other.
2.  Many of the proposed similarities are fabricated or exaggerated.
3.  The chronology is faulty. Most of the alleged claims occurred after
     the first century.

(Interview with Michael L. Brown, president/
professor, FIRE School of Ministry)

     The controversy surrounding this issue is whether Jesus is the Messiah,
the one who fulfilled ancient prophecies. To counter the massive evangelistic
efforts of Jews for Jesus, many scholars from the Jewish community have
emerged to state adamantly that one cannot be Jewish and believe in
Jesus. They claim that Jesus was nothing more than a messianic wannabe.
The stakes are huge. At issue are the credibility of Jesus and the trust-
worthiness of the Bible.
.
M aking the Case
     What is the biblical evidence that Jesus was the Messiah? All through
the Old Testament we find specific promises given to the tribe of Judah
and to the lasting kingship through David. In Isaiah, we find messianic
passages referring to the Servant of the Lord. The most famous passage
in Isaiah 52:13-53:12 speaks of the suffering Messiah. The people of the
day didn’t realize that the passage was teaching that the Messiah would
suffer for their sins.

     In 2 Chronicles 7, God told His people that if their disobedience
passed a certain level, He would destroy the temple and send them into
exile. These events came to pass. Daniel 9 talks about a new temple being
rebuilt and destroyed. Before this temple is destroyed, Daniel indicates
that several things must take place, including the final dealing with sin.
Haggai and Malachi also refer to this second temple.

     We know that the second temple was destroyed in AD 70. The proph-
ecy of everlasting atonement had to occur before that date. If Jesus did
not fulfill this prophecy on the cross, then who else before the destruc-
tion of the temple qualifies?

     According to prophecy, the Messiah would have kingly and priestly
functions. Zechariah 6:11-13 clearly identifies the Messiah as a human
figure. He is a high priest who sits on a throne. The priest’s primary re-
sponsibility was to deal with sin and intercede on behalf of the people.

CBS
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is a designer Jesus and a worldview
that says, “What is right for you
may not be right for me.”
Everything is Relative
    The roots of modernism can be
traced to Descartes who replaced
God as the starting point for know-
ledge and replaced Him with the
individual who can discover cer-
tainty on his own. Postmodernism
is a reaction to Descartes’ and
others’ quests to create systems
because these systems lead to op-
pression. When a group is certain
it has the truth, then everyone else
is on the outside.

    Postmoderns claim that any
viewpoint is just as valid as another.
They thrive on diversity and be-
come very suspicious of anyone
claiming to have the truth. This
suspicion leads to relativism. Ob-
jective relativism suggests that what
one believes to be true may not be
true for someone else. Moral rela-
tivism argues that there is no uni-
versal right and wrong. Historical
relativism says that we cannot be
certain what happened in the past
and that every event is subject to
one’s own interpretation.

    Logically, relativism falls apart
as a viable worldview when ex-
amined intelligently. The relativist
believes his system is true for every-
one. If he believes that relativism
is absolutely true for everyone, he
has contradicted himself because
absolute relativism is an oxymoron.

What Is Truth?
    Truth is a belief or ideal that
corresponds to the way things really
are. Consequently, something can
be true even if someone doesn’t
believe it. Just because someone
believed the earth to be flat didn’t
mean that it was flat.

                     continued on page 8

CHALLENGE 5:
JESUS AND THE FULFILLMENT OF PROPHECY
continued from page 6

the broad picture of messianic prophecy. Before Jesus can fulfill certain
prophecies, He had to fulfill others first. His kingdom continues to ad-
vance. Prophecy is still being fulfilled. He has made the down payment
as a guarantee that the rest will take place just as the Bible teaches.

     Others in the Jewish community attack Christianity’s belief that Jesus’
death ended the practice of Old Testament sacrifices. They claim that
repentance is what is needed to receive God’s forgiveness. God never
intended that repentance be separated from the larger system of atoning
sacrifice. The whole idea behind sacrifice is that the person is giving
something of value as an offering to God. But ultimately God was more
interested in dealing with the totality of sin by sending a substitute. So,
He sent His Son who brought an end to the need for animal sacrifices.

     Many claim that Isaiah 52-53 refers to the nation of Israel and not
to the Messiah. However, nowhere in the classical, authoritative Jewish
writings do we find such an interpretation. By the sixteenth century,
leading Jewish scholars with one voice attested that these passages refer
to the Messiah.

     Others concede that these verses refer to an individual but not to
Jesus. It doesn’t take a rocket scientist to read this passage and wonder
who else these words could be referring to. “Who else but Jesus could
these words be referring to?” The words depict a Messiah who suffers,
dies, and comes back to life. “It’s almost as if God said, ‘I want to make
it so absolutely clear Yeshua is the Messiah that it’s undeniable.’”

(Interview with Paul Copan, professor, Palm Beach Atlantic University)

     Shouldn’t people be free to pick and choose what they believe about
Jesus? We live in a day when people angrily brand Christianity as the epi-
tome of religious intolerance and arrogance because of its claims to be
the only way to God. Is there such a thing as objective truth, or is truth
merely relative to whatever one decides in his heart is true? Are there
other pathways to God outside of Christianity?

     The trend in America today is to take elements of various religions
and blend them into one’s own synthetic belief system. Lakers’ basketball
coach Phil Jackson refers to himself as a Zen Christian. A well-known
actress calls herself a Christian who is into goddess worship. Many like
Jesus; they just don’t like the Church. But the Jesus they like is often
different from the one they learned about in Sunday school. The result

“Truth is true
even if no one knows it,
admits it, agrees with it,

follows it, or even
fully grasps it.”

“The facts forced me to conclude that the messianic
prophecies are an incredible affirmation of the supernatural

nature of the Bible and the identity of Jesus being
the redeemer of Israel and the world.”

CBS
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The Case for the Real Jesus:
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Summarized by: Ken Kelly.
A graduate of Southwestern Baptist
Theological Seminary, Dr. Kelly
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Baptist Church in Chapin, South
Carolina since 1986.

“Defensively, we do not want you to be conned by ‘enticing
words.’ (‘You can have whatever you want.’ ‘You are God.’)
Positively, we want you to know the Mystery. What mystery?

The mystery that Jesus, through God, gave up his
‘Godlikeness,’ became a man, and:

     broken people.

     and love.”

CHALLENGE 6:
FREE TO CHOOSE WHAT WE WANT TO BELIEVE
continued from page 7

     Ultimately, all the discussion about truth comes down to a theological
question. Is there a possibility for a special revelation in which God speaks
with authority for all cultures and all times? “Not only do I believe he can,
but I believe he has.”

     People today are biblically illiterate and have cobbled together all
kinds of views about who Jesus is. But what a person believes about Jesus
does not affect who He is. What one believes cannot change reality. Jesus
is the unique Son of God whether one believes it or not. How do we
know? Because He convincingly demonstrated who He was through the
resurrection. It all comes down to the resurrection. So, a person can
choose to create his own fantasy belief system or he can choose to discover
who Jesus really is.

     We must not separate Jesus from the historical context of the first
century. To disconnect Him from the cross and the resurrection is to
completely miss His real identity. And that is what many people do today.
They try to formulate their own ideas of Jesus and in the process they
miss the real Jesus.

After carefully investigating these six recent attacks on Christianity,
scholars learned that none of them come close to carrying any weight
of validity. Their claims are based on very weak scholarship, distortions,
exaggerations, anachronisms, and even fabrications. One by one, scholars
have dismantled them. In fact, such extreme attacks have resulted in even
further confirmation that the traditional views of Christ are built on a
solid foundation of historical facts.

     Why do people resort to such faulty scholarship to promote their
extreme views? A common thread through these efforts is the desire to
be on the same level as Jesus. Many take the stance that all humans are
divine. Consequently, they elevate themselves to the level of Jesus. Others
reject His uniqueness and miracles, thereby reducing Him to merely
another human being like everyone else. In both cases, Jesus becomes
our equal. And as an equal, He does not deserve worship and allegiance.

     On the other hand, if Jesus is really who He claimed to be, the Son
of God, and if He really did die on the cross for our sins and come back
to life on the third day, then why would anyone not want to give his or
her whole life to Him? Could anyone be more trustworthy than the One
who died so that others might live?

ConclusionConclusion
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