The Scandal of Blood Atonement:
“Why All the Blood and CrossTalk, Christian?”
Byron Barlowe

The story of Jesus’ death and resurrection raises accusations that Christianity is
obsessed with blood. Many believers struggle with this too. Byron Barlowe
explores the biblical reasons for the focus on Christ’s blood and why its shedding
was necessary.

The Bloody Cross: A Tough Thing to Handle
Easter season is all about the death and resurrection of
Christ—which centers on the blood sacrifice He endured.
Christianity is called a bloody religion, focusing on the execution of
Jesus Christ on a cross. Why is this true and what does it mean
when we say His blood atones for our sin?
Millions of Americans—and billions of Christians around the world—celebrated
the death and Resurrection of Christ during Passion Week and Easter Sunday.
The topic was everywhere from sermons to a CNN docudrama titled Finding
Jesus: Faith, Fact, Forgery.
You may have questions about all the talk of “the blood of Christ” and songs

saying things like “Jesus’s blood washed away my sins.” This bloody theme does
raise understandable concerns that are shared by believers, seekers and skeptics
alike.
In fact, more and more skeptics are posting on the Internet things like this book
promotion:
“Christians are obsessed with blood! They sing about it, declare they are
washed in it and even drink it! In this book you will discover the crazy
background to this Christian obsession and the truth about the bloodthirsty
God they claim to know and serve.”{1}
In this article, we’ll discuss whether these charges are true and fair and explain
the doctrine of blood atonement.
Again, even many Christians—including me—have wondered deeply about all the
biblical imagery of shed blood, what some call the Crimson Thread of Scripture. I
mean the grotesqueness of Old Testament animal sacrifice and the belief in
Jesus’s torturous slaying as the core of salvation. Radical stuff for modern ears.
So what is blood atonement and why does it matter? In historic orthodox
Christian thought, God’s Son is at the very center of history doing these things:
• reconciling man to God,
• ransoming humans from slavery to sin and well-deserved death and
• justly recompensing God for the horrific offense of rebellion and disobedience
to Him.
Thankfully, the gospel (or good news) is simple. The Bible claims, “Christ also
died for sins once for all, the just for the unjust, so that He might bring us to God,
having been put to death in the flesh, but made alive in the spirit.”{2}

The bottom line for all people is this: out of Christ’s death came the hope of
eternal life—and His resurrection proved this. Our sin caused God’s Son to suffer
and die. By grace, through faith, we can benefit. Otherwise, we suffer eternally
for staying with the cosmic rebellion that started in a perfect Garden long ago.
Yet, this blood-centered good news is a scandal to both those who believe and
those who deny it. In fact, the Greek root word skandalon is used for Christ
Himself.{3} You see, Jews denied Christ as the Promised One and Gentiles
thought it was all nonsense. Nothing has changed for mankind: the choices are
either do-it-yourself religion, being too smart for all that, or believing in this
radical hope.

The Reason Someone Had to Die
Why did anybody have to die? God’s justice and holiness demands a death penalty
for the sinner.
We are all in a serious spiritual and moral pickle. Biblical Christianity declares
that each person ever born is stuck under an irreversible “sindrome” for which
there is no human answer. History sadly records the habitual and continual
effects of sin: oppression, addictions, self-promoting power plays, deceit, war, on
and on.
Now for a reality check: no moral order, either in a family, a company, military
unit or society survives ambiguity or failure to enforce laws. Just ask the victims
of unpunished criminals set loose to perpetrate again. If the Creator were to
simply wink at sin or let people off scot-free, where would justice be? What kind
of God would He be?
God is holy and He called Himself the Truth. There is no way God would be true
to Himself and the moral order He created and yet fail to punish sin. Such
impunity would mock justice. As one theologian puts it, “Pardon without
atonement nullifies justice . . . A law without penalty is morally unserious, even

dangerous.”
Ok, but penalties have levels of harshness. Why is death necessary? Scripture
spells out clearly the decree that sinners must die. In God’s original command He
stated, “When you eat of [the tree of the knowledge of good and evil] you will
surely die” (Genesis 2:17). In Ezekiel the same formula appears slightly reworded:
“The soul who sins is the one who will die” (Ezekiel 18:4, 20). Paul boiled it down
this way: “For the wages of sin is death” (Romans 6:23).
God’s justice and holiness demand death for sin. Blood must be shed. Detractors
of the cross tend to underestimate sin and know nothing of its offense to a holy
God. Everyone wants justice—for others.
Ok, so what does a just and holy God do with impure, treasonous creatures He
made to bear His image? God was in a quandary, if you will.
Yet, even in the Garden, He was already hinting at a plan to reconcile this
dilemma. “God so loved the world” that he sent down His own Son as a man to
pay the death penalty.{4}
Thomas Oden writes, “God’s holiness made a penalty for sin necessary . . . Love
was the divine motive; holiness [was] the divine requirement. [Romans 5:8 reads]
‘God demonstrates His own love for us in this: While we were still sinners, Christ
died for us’. [And as Romans 8 teaches,] This love was so great that God ‘did not
spare His own Son, but gave Him up for us all’ (Romans 8:32).”{5}

Christ’s Death and Resurrection Was Unlike
Other Religious Stories: It Was All for Love
God’s morally just demand for a death-payment is not the same as pagan gods,
who maliciously demanded sacrifices. True for one big reason:
Isn’t this crucifixion thing simply about a grouchy god acting all bloodthirsty, as

some atheists like popular author Richard Dawkins say? Should good people find
this repugnant? One unbelieving critic wrote,
“Unfortunately, much of Christian art consists of depicting the sufferings and
agony of Jesus on the Cross. This reflects the obsession of Christianity with the
Crucifixion . . . “Crosstianity” [in the contemptuous words of one skeptic]. The
obsession with ‘our sins’ having been ‘washed away by the Blood of the Lamb’
would be regarded as evidence of a serious mental illness . . . but when this is
an obsession of millions of people it becomes ‘religious faith’.”{6}
Wow! Did you know that you, if you are a believer, are part of an insane global
crowd? This vividly illustrates the scandal of the cross: “which is to them that are
perishing foolishness” as the Apostle Paul described it.{7}
No, biblical sacrifice is not a bloodfest, but the way to deal with a sad reality. Put
it this way: If God said, “Nah, don’t worry about rebelling against your Creator,”
would that be a just and righteous God? Would a deity who fails to punish
wrongdoing be worth following? Would His laws mean anything? Yet, we are
unable to keep laws, so He steps in to pay that penalty. With His lifeblood. This
storyline is utterly unique in the long human history of religions. And the
resurrection Christians celebrate shows its truth in actual time and on this dirty
earth.
Pagan myths of savior gods who rise from the dead have only a surface
resemblance to the biblical resurrection. Such deities are more like impetuous
and tyrannical people than the one and only Yahweh. The biblical God’s love
fostered the unthinkable: set up a sacrificial system for a one-of-a-kind
people—the Israelites—that served as a foretelling of His coup de grace: dying in
man’s place as the spotless sacrificial Lamb. What a novel religious idea that only
the true God could dream up! Theologian Thomas Oden says it this way: “It was
God who was both offering reconciliation and receiving the reconciled.”{8}
God’s merging of perfect holiness, just retributive punishment and allowance of

His Son’s execution was actually a beautiful thing. Francis of Assisi wrote that
“love and faithfulness meet together [at the cross]; righteousness and peace kiss
each other. Faithfulness springs forth from the earth, and righteousness looks
down from heaven.”{9}

But Why a Violent, Bloody Death?
I get that death was demanded of someone to pay for sin. So why a bloody
suffering and execution? Why the constant shedding of blood?
Mel Gibson’s The Passion of the Christ hit movie theaters in 2004 to mixed
reviews. It earned its R-rating for gory bloodshed and, ironically, became a
cultural scandal itself. Seems that the bloody realism was too much for both softcore Christians and high-minded unbelievers. But this vividly poignant portrayal
of Christ’s blood-stained Passion did raise a good question.
When it came to saving mankind, why the shedding of blood? Could God not have
found another way? Church Father Athanasius believed that, if there were a
better way to preserve human free will and still reconcile rebellious man to a holy
God, He would have used it. Apparently, Christ’s suffering and death was the only
solution.
The Apostle Paul summarized Christ’s entire earthly ministry this way: He
“humbled Himself and became obedient unto death” (Philippians 2:8). At the
cross, “human hate did all the damage it could do to the only Son of God.”{10}
God used the realities available to Him, including the masterfully grim method of
crucifixion, honed to a fine art by Roman pagans who viewed human life as
dispensable.
Again, why is death demanded of God to atone for sin? The grounding for such a
claim appears early in the Bible, after the murder of Abel by his brother Cain. In
Genesis 9 Yahweh declares, “I will require a reckoning . . . for the life of man.
Whoever sheds the blood of man, by man shall his blood be shed, for God made

man in His own image.”{11} Apparently, God has put the price of a man’s life as
that of another’s life.
The highlight of Christ’s death was its substitutionary sense. The Apostle Peter
wrote, “For Christ also died for sins once for all, the just for the unjust, so that He
might bring us to God, having been put to death in the flesh, but made alive in the
spirit.”{12} Justice, fairness, reality itself demanded a bloodguilt payment for sin.
Christ paid it.
Substitutionary sacrifice was nothing new for the Jews who unwittingly had the
Messiah crucified. From the beginning of God’s dealings with His people,
agreements were blood covenants. What else could carry the weight of such
momentous things? And, as the book of Hebrews teaches, “Indeed, under the law
almost everything is purified with blood, and without the shedding of blood
there is no forgiveness of sins.“{13}
One theologian plainly said, “Through this sacrificial system, the people of Israel
were being prepared for the incomparable act of sacrifice that was to come in
Jesus Christ.”{14}
His suffering, death and resurrection conquered sin and neutered the fear of
death. Only blood could clean sin; only God’s Son’s blood could do it perfectly and
forever.
Here’s the scandal we spoke of: only a perfect sacrifice would do for washing
mankind’s sins away and reconciling us back to God.

Beautiful Obsession: God Was Glad to Allow This
Brutality for Us!
God said it was His pleasure to pay the death penalty with His own self, in the
Person of His son. Christianity’s so-called blood-obsession is a beautiful picture of
perfect divine love.

Theologian Thomas Oden summarized well our discussion of Christ’s blood
atonement. He wrote, “Love was the divine motive; holiness the divine
requirement. ‘God demonstrates His own love for us in this: While we were still
sinners, Christ died for us’ (Romans 5:8).”
Such claims trump the understandable disgust of doubters. But the red blood
leads to clean white.
Chick-fil-A restaurant employees are trained to say, “My pleasure” when serving
customers. Imagine God saying that to believers regarding the cross of Christ!
Paul explains in his letter to the Colossian church that “it was the Father’s good
pleasure for all the fullness of deity to dwell in Him . . . having made peace
through the blood of His cross . . . He has now reconciled you in His fleshly body
through death . . .”{15}
God was glad to stand in as the essential scapegoat to restore us to right relations
with Himself, to buy us back from slavery to sin, fear and death, and to abolish sin
and its effects. This doesn’t sound like a bloodthirsty tyrannical deity demanding a
whipping boy or abusing his own child, as some acidly accuse. “My pleasure”
brings in new dimensions of lovingkindness and servant-heartedness.
But wait, there’s more! Scripture lists lots of wonderful effects created by the
blood of Christ. These include forgiveness, propitiation or satisfaction of God’s
righteous wrath, justification or being made right, reconciliation with God,
cleansing, sanctification, freedom from sin, and the conquest of Satan.
Yes, you could say that Christianity is blood-obsessed. As accused, even its hymns
often focus on the benefits bought at the highest of prices: the life of the God-Man
Himself. One famous hymn goes:
For my pardon, this I see,
Nothing but the blood of Jesus;
For my cleansing this my plea,

Nothing but the blood of Jesus.
This beautiful blood obsession finds its highest hope in Revelation. The following
is a prophecy about persecuted believers:
“These are the ones coming out of the great tribulation. They have washed
their robes and made them white in the blood of the Lamb . . . For the Lamb in
the midst of the throne will be their shepherd, and he will guide them to
springs of living water, and God will wipe away every tear from their
eyes.”{16}
Maybe the revelations here are as crazy as skeptics say. The foolishness of God.
We believe they are the most glorious story ever told.
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Jesus’ Resurrection: Fact or
Fiction? – A Clear Christian
Perspective
Rusty Wright
Rusty Wright presents a compelling case for the historicity of Jesus’ resurrection.
Looking a four outcomes of the resurrection, he presents a brief case supporting a
Christian worldview understanding that Jesus acutallly died and was resurrected
from the tomb.
At Easter, some might wonder what all the fuss is about. Who cares? What
difference does it make if Jesus rose from the dead?
It makes all the difference in the world. If Christ did not rise, then thousands of
believers have died as martyrs for a hoax.
If he did rise, then he is still alive and can offer peace to troubled, hurting lives.
Countless scholars–among them the apostle Paul, Augustine, Sir Isaac Newton
and C.S. Lewis–believed in the resurrection. We need not fear committing
intellectual suicide by believing it also. Where do the facts lead?
Paul, a first-century skeptic-turned believer, wrote that “Christ died for our

sins…he was buried…he was raised on the third day…he appeared to Peter, and
then to the Twelve (Disciples). After that, he appeared to more than five
hundred…at the same time, most of whom are still living.” Consider four pieces of
evidence:
1. The explosive growth of the Christian movement. Within a few weeks after
Jesus was crucified, a movement arose which, by the later admission of its
enemies, “upset the world.” What happened to ignite this movement shortly after
its leader had been executed?
2. The Disciples’ changed lives. After Jesus’ arrest and crucifixion, most of the
Disciples fled in fear. Peter denied three times that he was a follower of Jesus.
(The women were braver and stayed to the end.) Yet ten out of the eleven
Disciples (Judas committed suicide) were martyred for their faith. According to
traditions, Peter was crucified upside down; Thomas was skewered; John was
boiled in oil but survived. What turned these cowards into heroes? Each believed
he had seen Jesus alive again.
3. The empty tomb. Jesus’ corpse was removed from the cross, wrapped like a
mummy and placed in a solid-rock tomb. A one-and-a-half to two-ton stone was
rolled into a slightly depressed groove to seal the tomb’s entrance.
A “Green Beret”-like unit of Roman soldiers guarded the grave. Sunday morning,
the stone was found rolled away, the body was gone but the graveclothes were
still in place. What happened?
Did Christ’s friends steal the body? Perhaps one of the women sweet-talked
(karate-chopped?) the guards while the others moved the stone and tiptoed off
with the body. Or maybe Peter (remember his bravery) or Thomas (Doubting
Thomas) overpowered the guards, stole the body, then fabricated–and died for–a
resurrection myth.
These theories hardly seem plausible. The guard was too powerful, the stone too

heavy and the disciples too spineless to attempt such a feat.
Did Christ’s enemies steal the body? If Romans or Jewish religious leaders had the
body, surely they would have exposed it publicly and Christianity would have died
out. They didn’t, and it didn’t.
The “Swoon Theory” supposes that Jesus didn’t really die but was only
unconscious. The expert Roman executioners merely thought he was dead. After a
few days in the tomb without food or medicine, the cool air revived him.
He burst from the 100 pounds of graveclothes, rolled away the stone with his nailpierced hands, scared the daylights out of the Roman soldiers, walked miles on
wounded feet and convinced his Disciples he’d been raised from the dead. This
one is harder to believe than the resurrection itself.
4. The appearances of the risen Christ. For 40 days after his death, many
different people said they saw Jesus alive. Witnesses included a woman, a shrewd
tax collector, several fishermen and over 500 people at once. These claims
provide
further eyewitness testimony for the resurrection.
As a skeptic, I realized that attempts to explain away the evidences run into a
brick wall of facts that point to one conclusion: Christ is risen.
The above does not constitute an exhaustive proof, rather a reasoned examination
of the evidence. Each interested person should evaluate the evidence and decide
if it makes sense. Of course, the truth or falsity of the resurrection is a matter of
historical fact and is not dependent on anyone’s belief. If the facts support the
claim, one can conclude that he arose. In any case, mere intellectual assent to the
facts does little for one’s life.
A major evidence comes experientially, in personally receiving Jesus’ free gift of
forgiveness. He said, “I stand at the door and knock; if anyone hears my voice and

opens the door, I will come in to him (or her).”
Worth considering?
©1997 Rusty Wright. Used by permission. All rights reserved.

“Why Was Jesus Crucified Outside
Jerusalem?”
Dr. Michael Gleghorn
What is the meaning behind Jesus being crucified outside Jerusalem?
There is an interesting passage in Hebrews 13:10-14 which speaks of Jesus
suffering “outside the gate” of Jerusalem. Since this letter was originally written
to Jewish believers who were tempted to abandon their Christian faith and return
to Judaism and the Temple, the author seems to be encouraging his readers to
share Christ’s humiliation and rejection by the Jewish community. This is
symbolized by their going “outside” the Jewish community and sharing in Christ’s
sufferings. As one commentator puts it, “In essence, the author’s command to ‘go
forth to’ Christ was a command to abandon Judaism. Anyone found with
Christ—outside of the city gate—would be considered outside the Jewish
community.”
Shalom,
Michael Gleghorn
Probe Ministries

“If Jesus Was God, Why Did He Cry
Out ‘My God, My God, Why Have
You Forsaken Me’?”
Dr. Michael Gleghorn and Sue Bohlin
If Jesus really claimed to be a god then why did he say on the cross, “My
God, My God, why have you forsaken me?”
Response #1:
Thanks for your letter. I find D. A. Carson’s comments on this passage helpful.
Like him, I think that Jesus is conscious of having in some sense been abandoned
by His Father. This would doubtless be related to the fact that, on the cross, he
was bearing the sins of the world, thus causing God the Father to turn away from
His Son.
His cry, “My God, My God, why have you forsaken me,” addresses God the Father
as “My God.” This is really not odd on the lips of Jesus, for we elsewhere read of
Him referring to the Father in this way (see John 20:17). In addition, as the GodMan, Jesus was not only truly God (God the Son), but He was also truly man. It
does not strike me as odd, therefore, that the man Jesus should refer to the
Father as “My God”—indeed, it would not necessarily even be odd for the Son to
address the Father in this way. For although God is one, the Father is a distinct
person from the Son.
At any rate, this is essentially how I would understand Jesus’ cry of dereliction.
Shalom in Christ,

Michael Gleghorn
Response #2:
My colleague Michael forwarded his reply to me. I have recently come across an
intriguing, very different paradigm for understanding why Jesus would say these
words, that I find myself thinking about a lot.
It could be that Jesus felt that He was abandoned by His Father because at the
point He became sin for us (2 Cor. 5:21), He fully descended into the darkness
and blindness of fallen and judged humanity—and sin makes us blind and deaf to
the reality of God. At that point, like astronauts on the dark side of the moon
experiencing being completely cut off from Mission Control, perhaps He couldn’t
have sensed that His Father’s love for Him never changed (because God does not
change; that’s one of His attributes). As Michael has remarked to me, Jesus, as
our sin-bearer, experienced “God-forsakenness” on our behalf. In other words, He
experienced in some sense the same sort of “God-forsakenness” that those in hell
will experience. He experienced the horrible reality of the consequences (or
wages) of sin (Rom. 6:23).
The Lord Jesus could have cried out, “why have You forsaken Me” because that is
the effect of sin on humanity—it can feel like God has forsaken us—but it doesn’t
mean He has. He had promised, “I will never leave you or forsake you” (Deut.
31:6,8).
Secondly, there is a very compelling observation about what has been called “the
cry of dereliction” that was a major light bulb moment for me when I heard it:
“My God, My God, why have You forsaken Me?” is the opening line to Psalm 22.
The Psalms are songs, so He wasn’t just quoting scripture, He was crying out the
first line of a song very familiar to any Jews who were within earshot. And when
we hear the first line of a familiar song, it’s like hitting the “play” button, and the
rest of the song continues to play in our heads.
I think that when Jesus called out the first line of Psalm 22, he was reminding

those around Him of the rest of the song, which not only makes it clear He was
the fulfillment of the prophecies of crucifixion, but it unfolds into a song of trust
and praise in Yahweh.
Anyone who knew Psalm 22 could have been struck by the fact that Jesus was a
living picture, the very fulfillment, of the words of that song running through their
heads:
6 But I am a worm and not a man.
I am scorned and despised by all!
7 Everyone who sees me mocks me.
They sneer and shake their heads, saying,
8 “Is this the one who relies on the Lord?
Then let the Lord save him!
If the Lord loves him so much,
let the Lord rescue him!”
11 Do not stay so far from me,
for trouble is near,
and no one else can help me.
12 My enemies surround me like a herd of bulls;
fierce bulls of Bashan have hemmed me in!
13 Like lions they open their jaws against me,
roaring and tearing into their prey.
14 My life is poured out like water,
and all my bones are out of joint.
My heart is like wax,
melting within me.
15 My strength has dried up like sunbaked clay.
My tongue sticks to the roof of my mouth.
You have laid me in the dust and left me for dead.
16 My enemies surround me like a pack of dogs;

an evil gang closes in on me.
They have pierced my hands and feet.
17 I can count all my bones.
My enemies stare at me and gloat.
18 They divide my garments among themselves
and throw dice for my clothing.
And yet there is a faith-filled insistence on praising the Father despite what the
Son was feeling:
22 I will proclaim your name to my brothers and sisters.
I will praise you among your assembled people.
23 Praise the Lord, all you who fear him!
Honor him, all you descendants of Jacob!
Show him reverence, all you descendants of Israel!
Verse 24 is especially powerful, since it would indicate that Jesus knew His Father
had not abandoned Him even if He couldn’t see or sense His presence:
24 For he has not ignored or belittled the suffering of the needy.
He has not turned his back on them,
but has listened to their cries for help.
I think it’s very interesting that there is a completely different way of interpreting
the Lord Jesus’ plaintive cry on the cross. Compelling, even. I hope you find it
helpful.
Sue Bohlin
Posted May 28, 2012
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“How Old Was Jesus When He
Died?”
Kerby Anderson
Until now I’ve been told that Jesus died at the age of 33 years of age.
However your Christmas Quiz says 37 to 38 years old. . .? Please help.
I believe that chronology that Dale Taliaferro was using in the Christmas Quiz was
based on the work of Dr. Harold Hoehner (Chronological Aspects of the Life of
Christ, Zondervan, 1977).
Dr. Hoehner assumes that Christ was born in the Winter of B.C. 5 or Spring of
B.C. 4. He also assumes that Christ was crucified on April 3, A.D. 33. As you can
see, that would make Jesus 37 to 38 years old. You might want to consult the book
and the excellent research by Dr. Hoehner (ThM, ThD at Dallas Theological
Seminary, PhD at Cambridge University).
Kerby Anderson
Probe Ministries

Jesus in the Qur’an – Muslims

Receive a False View
Dr. Patrick Zukeran
Dr. Zukeran clearly lays out the differences between a biblical view of Jesus and
the view brought forth in the Qura’n. He makes a strong case that the biblical
reports are supported by historical fact while the Muslim writings were created to
strengthen their case. Looking at the birth, the life and the death of Christ he
highlights the distinct differences and the case for a Christian view over an
Islamic view.

The Debate
Islam and Christianity both recognize Jesus as a significant historical figure.
However, they teach contrary doctrines regarding the nature and person of Jesus
Christ. Christians have taught from the beginning that Jesus is the divine Son of
God. This was not a doctrine invented centuries after the life of Christ as some
allege, but was taught from the beginning by Christ Himself and the church.
There is strong evidence that the New Testament was written in the first century,
and there are numerous verses proclaiming the deity of Christ (Matt. 1:23; Mark
2:1-12; John 1:1). Old Testament prophecies regarding the nature of the Messiah
proclaimed that He would be human as well as divine (Isaiah 7:14; 9:6). Even nonChristian Roman historical works, such as the writings of Pliny the Younger (AD
112) and Celsus (AD 177), acknowledge that the Christians worshipped Christ as
God.
Muslims reject the biblical teaching that Christ is the divine Son of God.
Islam builds upon the teachings of the Qur’an, which is considered perfect and
without error. The Qur’an teaches that Jesus was a significant prophet but not the
divine Son of God. Muslims reject the doctrine of the Trinity, and, therefore,
worshipping Jesus as God is considered shirk, or blasphemy (Sura 5:72).

Islam teaches that Jesus Himself never claimed to be the Son of God. Sura 9:30
states,”The Jews call Ezra a son of God, and the Christians call Christ the son of
God. That is a saying from their mouth; (in this) they but imitate what the
unbelievers of old used to say. God’s curse be upon them: how they are deluded
away from the truth!” The assertion that God stands against those who believe in
the deity of Christ is in contradiction with the Bible. Sura 5:116-117 states:
And behold! God will say [i.e. on the Day of Judgment]: “Oh Jesus, the son of
Mary! Didst thou say unto men, worship me and my mother as gods in
derogation of God?” He will say: “Glory to Thee! Never could I say what I had
no right (to say). Had I said such a thing, You would indeed have known it. You
know what is in my heart, though I know not what is in Yours. For You know in
full all that is hidden. Never did I say to them anything except what You
commanded me to say: ‘Worship God, my Lord and your Lord.’ And I was a
witness over them while I lived among them. When You took me up, You were
the Watcher over them, and You are a witness to all things.”
Chapter five of the Qur’an asserts that Christianity taught the worship of Mary as
a god. From this passage and others, many Muslims have incorrectly concluded
that the Christian doctrine of the Trinity is the Father, the Son, and Mary. In fact,
the New Testament never taught the worship of Mary. Instead it clearly taught
that one must worship the Lord God alone (Matt. 4:10). The biblical doctrine of
the Trinity never included Mary. The chapter further states that Jesus Himself
clearly denied claiming to be the Son of God and would not accept the worship of
others. In contrast, the Bible teaches that Jesus claimed to be the divine Son of
God and received worship (Jn. 8; Matt. 14:33; 28:17). Sura 5:75 states:
Christ, the son of Mary, was no more than a messenger; many were the
messengers that passed away before him. His mother was a woman of truth.
They had both to eat their (daily) food. See how God makes His signs clear to
them; yet see in what ways they are deluded away from the truth!

The Qur’an emphatically teaches that Jesus was a prophet and not the divine Son
of God. Those who believe Jesus is divine are “deluded.”
The Apostle John, writing in AD 90, states in chapter one of his gospel, “In the
beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God.”
The Apostle Paul, writing his letter to the Colossians in AD 60, states in chapter
2:9, “For in Christ all the fullness of the Deity lives in bodily form.”
It is apparent that Christianity and Islam teach contrary views of Christ and,
therefore, cannot both be true at the same time. In this article I will investigate
what the Qur’an teaches regarding the life of Christ and compare it with the
Gospels. Since they teach contrary views, I will examine to see whether the Bible
or the Qur’an has the greater weight of evidence to support its teachings on the
nature of Christ.

Infancy Narratives of Christ in the Qur’an
What does the Qur’an teach regarding the childhood years of Christ? Not only do
the Bible and the Qur’an teach contrary views regarding the nature of Christ, they
also record contrary accounts of His early life. The Bible teaches that Jesus was
born in Bethlehem during the time of Caesar Augustus and the reign of King
Herod over Bethlehem. Jesus was born in a stable because there were no rooms
available for Mary and Joseph. On the eve of His birth, shepherds, who were told
of his birth by angels, visited him. Later, wise men from the East came and
worshipped the child. Herod, threatened by the announcement of a newborn king,
sought to kill the child. Joseph fled from Herod, traveled to Egypt, and, after
Herod’s death, returned to Nazareth where Jesus grew up. The Gospels rely on
eyewitness accounts for their source of information.
The Qur’an includes stories regarding the birth and childhood of Christ, but it
relies on very questionable sources that are not eyewitness accounts. First, the
Qur’an teaches that Jesus was born in the desert under a palm tree. Sura 19

teaches that Mary, feeling the pangs of childbirth, seized the trunk of a palm tree
and desired at that moment to die. However, the baby Jesus speaks to her from
beneath saying, “Grieve not; for your Lord has provided a rivulet beneath you.
And shake towards yourself the trunk of the palm tree: it will let fall fresh ripe
dates upon you. So eat drink and cool [your] eye” (Sura 19: 24-25).
This story parallels an account from the apocryphal Gospel of Pseudo Matthew,
which is dated to the early seventh century AD (between AD 600 and 625).{1}
New Testament scholar Dan Wallace dates this Gospel even later to the eighth to
ninth century AD.{2} Wallace’s date would push back the date of the Qur’an to
several generations after Muhammad. In chapter 20 of this apocryphal work,
Joseph and Mary are fleeing to Egypt and come to rest under a tall palm tree.
Mary longs to eat the fruit of a palm tree and Joseph states their need for water.
It is then the infant Jesus speaks to the palm tree:
Then the child Jesus, with a joyful countenance, reposing in the bosom of His
mother, said to the palm: “O tree, bend thy branches, and refresh my mother
with thy fruit.” And immediately at these words the palm bent its top down to
the very feet of the blessed Mary; and they gathered from it fruit, with which
they were all refreshed. And after they had gathered all its fruit, it remained
bent down, waiting the order to rise from Him who bad commanded it to stoop.
Then Jesus said to it: “Raise thyself, O palm tree, and be strong, and be the
companion of my trees, which are in the paradise of my Father; and open from
thy roots a vein of water which has been hid in the earth, and let the waters
flow, so that we may be satisfied from thee.” And it rose up immediately, and at
its root there began to come forth a spring of water exceedingly clear and cool
and sparkling. And when they saw the spring of water, they rejoiced with great
joy, and were satisfied, themselves and all their cattle and their beasts.
Wherefore they gave thanks to God.
Historians and textual scholars such as F. F. Bruce have concluded that

Muhammad incorporated this story from the apocryphal Gospel of Pseudo
Matthew.{3}
Another infant narrative from the Qur’an teaches that not long after Jesus’ birth,
Mary presents the infant to her people, several of whom question her regarding
the baby. In her defense she points to the infant, which confuses the people since
the child is only an infant. Then to everyone’s surprise, the newborn Jesus speaks
saying:
I am indeed a servant of Allah, He has given me revelation and made me a
Prophet; And He has made me blessed wheresoever I be, and He has enjoined
on me prayer and charity as long as I live. [He] has made me kind to my
mother, and not overbearing or miserable; So peace is on me the day I was
born, the day that I die, and the day that I shall be raised up to life [again].
Such was (Prophet) Jesus, the son of Mary. A saying of truth, concerning what
they doubt (Sura 19:30-33).
This account teaches that shortly after his birth, Jesus spoke, proclaiming His
calling as the prophet of Allah, and defending the innocence of His mother Mary.
The source of this story is another pseudo-gospel, the Arabic Gospel of the
Infancy of the Savior.{4} According to Wallace, this apocryphal work was written
in the fifth or sixth century AD.{5} This work states:
We have found it recorded in the book of Josephus the Chief Priest, who was in
the time of Christ (and men say that he was Caiaphas), that this man said that
Jesus spake when He was in the cradle, and said to Mary His Mother, “Verily I
am Jesus, the Son of God, the Word which thou hast borne, according as the
angel Gabriel gave thee the good news; and My Father hath sent Me for the
salvation of the world.”
Here we see the parallels between the Qur’an and this apocryphal work. This

work specifically mentions the infant Jesus speaking from his cradle, declaring
His calling from God.
A third account in the Qur’an records Jesus making birds out of clay and then
bringing them to life. Sura 3:49 states:
I have come to you with a sign from your Lord, in that I make for you out of
clay, the figure of a bird, and breathe into it and it becomes a bird by Allah’s
leave: And I heal those born blind, and the lepers, and I quicken the dead by
Allah’s leave; and I declare to you what you eat and what you store in your
houses. Surely therein is a Sign for you, if you did believe.
This story of Christ breathing life into clay birds has no parallel in the Gospels.
Instead, this story comes from another apocryphal work, The Infancy Gospel of
Thomas. Historical evidence indicates this Gospel was not written by Thomas;
moreover, it was not even written in the lifetime of the apostles. The earliest
manuscript of this Gospel dates from the sixth century AD., but most scholars
date this work in the late second century.{6} New Testament scholar Wilhelm
Schneemelcher writes that the author was most likely not Jewish but a Gentile
Christian. He asserts the fact that “the author was of gentile Christian origin may
be assumed with certainty, since his work betrays no knowledge of things
Jewish.”{7}
Another account of Jesus in this Infancy Gospel reveals a capricious child who
inflicts painful revenge several times on those who cross him in a manner he does
not like. Fred Lapham states, “[M]any of the stories in the earlier part of the work
are morally offensive and indefensible, showing the growing Jesus to be cruel,
callous, and vindictive, and exercising power without regard for the
consequences.”{8} This account portrays a young Jesus contrary to that in the
Gospels. A vengeful and bad-tempered Jesus would be contrary to the description
given in Luke which states that he was “filled with wisdom and the grace of God
was upon Him” (Lk. 2:40). Also, a child of the character portrayed in the Infancy

Gospel of Thomas would not likely be described as growing in “wisdom and
stature, and in favor with God and men” (Lk. 2:52).
There are several concerns regarding the accounts of Christ in the Qur’an. First,
the infancy accounts of Christ contradict the Gospels. The Qur’an teaches that
Jesus was born in the desert under a palm tree while the New Testament Gospels
teach that Jesus was born in the city of Bethlehem in a stable (Lk. 2:7). The
infancy narratives in the Qur’an teach that Jesus performed miracles in his
infancy and childhood. However, John 2:11 states that Jesus’ first miracle was
performed in Cana of Galilee at the beginning of His ministry. Since the Qur’an
and the Bible present contrary accounts of the life of Christ, both cannot be true
at the same time.

What Does the Historical Evidence Support?
The historical evidence strongly confirms the New Testament Gospel accounts.
First of all, two of these authors—Matthew and John—were eyewitnesses.
Meanwhile, Mark and Luke derived their facts from the apostles themselves.
There are numerous facts that support this to be the case. The internal evidence,
archaeology, manuscript evidence, quotes from the early Church Fathers, and
ancient non-Christian historical works affirm the first century date and historical
accuracy of the gospels.{9}
Muhammad wrote the Qur’an nearly six centuries after the life of Christ. Unlike
the Gospel writers who relied on eyewitness sources, Islam’s defense is that the
angel Gabriel revealed the information to Muhammad. However, the parallels to
Gnostic apocryphal works reveal that Muhammad’s sources came from a mixture
of Christian fables and Gnostic works that were prevalent in Arabia at that time.
Muhammad no doubt had interaction with Christians. There were several
Christian communities in Arabia, and he would have also met Christian traders
traveling in caravans along the trade routes. Also his first wife, Khadija, had a

cousin named Waraqa who was a Christian.{10} These Christian and Gnostic
“Christian” sources told Muhammad stories from the New Testament and also the
fables and apocryphal stories spreading at that time. Since Muhammad was
illiterate, he was not able to read and research these sources for himself; instead
he relied on second or third hand accounts told to him. As he retold the stories,
some of the details were changed due to an incorrect telling, a lapse in memory,
or a desire for them to better fit his belief system.
In creating the Qur’an, Muhammad does recount some biblical stories, but he also
relies on apocryphal sources written centuries after the eyewitnesses. These
works present a Gnostic refashioning of Christ and have shown to be unhistorical
in nature. Since they were not derived from apostolic sources and presented a
false view of Christ, they were never considered part of inspired Scripture. The
evidence strongly favors the New Testament Gospel accounts over the Qur’an.
Since the Qur’an presents stories contrary to the Gospels, its historical accuracy
and inspiration comes into question. Also, if Muhammad recorded false stories
regarding the infant life of Christ, one must also question his understanding of the
nature of Christ as well.
In citing apocryphal works as unreliable, one may fairly question whether the
Bible quotes apocryphal works. Indeed, there are occasions where the Bible does
quote from uninspired sources. One of the most questioned are Jude’s references
to the Assumption of Moses (Jude 9) and the Book of Enoch (Jude 14-15).
However, these two references do not present a theological or historical problem
since they do not present any teaching contrary to biblical revelation. So,
although Jude does quote uninspired sources, there is no reason to reject the
inspiration of Jude. Although the Assumption of Moses and the Book of Enoch are
apocryphal works, Jude is referencing portions that are true and consistent with
other areas of the Bible. Therefore, this does not affect either the doctrine of
inspiration or the integrity of Jude’s book.
In contrast, the birth and infancy account of Christ in the Qur’an is problematic

since it both contradicts the New Testament Gospels and presents a contrary view
regarding the nature of Christ. Therefore, unlike Jude, it is inconsistent with the
New Testament, and we must decide whether it is the Qur’an or the Gospels that
are in error.

The Life of Christ
The Qur’an speaks on five aspects of Christ’s life. The Qur’an teaches that Jesus
was a prophet of God but rejects the deity of Christ. However, it does affirm that
Christ lived a remarkable life. The Qur’an affirms the virgin birth of Christ (Sura
3:42-47; 19:16-21). The Qur’an affirms the prophetic call of Christ. It also affirms
that Christ performed many miracles. The Qur’an affirms that Christ was sinless
(Sura 19:16-21). However, it rejects the crucifixion and resurrection of Christ and
instead teaches that Christ did not suffer physical death but God raised Him up to
heaven (Sura 4:158).
What is significant to realize is that, comparing Jesus to Muhammad in the
Qur’an, Jesus performs greater works than Muhammad. First, according to the
Qur’an, Christ is born of a virgin while there is nothing miraculous regarding the
birth of Muhammad. Second, the Qur’an teaches that Christ accomplished many
miracles, but Muhammad does not perform any in the Qur’an. The Qur’an teaches
that true prophets of God are confirmed by miracles. It teaches that previous
prophets Moses and Jesus were confirmed as prophets by their miracles (Sura
7:106-8; 116-119; 5:113). However, when the people ask Muhammad to do so, he
refuses, stating that the Jews witnessed miracles from the prophets but remained
in unbelief (Sura 28:47-51; 17:90-95). If, according to the Qur’an, God confirmed
His prophets through miracles, a question remains as to why He would not
confirm Muhammad with the same “seal” of the prophets. This certainly was
within God’s ability to accomplish.
Contemporary Muslim author Isma’il Al-Faruqi claims that “Muslims do not claim

any miracles for Muhammad. In their view, what proves Muhammad’s
prophethood is the sublime beauty and greatness of the revelation itself, the Holy
Qur’an, not any inexplicable breaches of natural law which confound human
reason.”{11} Muslim scholar Abdullah Yusuf Ali admitted that Muhammad did
not perform any miracle “in the sense of a reversing of Nature.”{12}
Muslim apologists point to the miracle accounts of Muhammad in the Hadith, a
record of the sayings of Muhammad. However, the Qur’an is the inspired book of
God, and the Hadith does not carry the authority of the Qur’an. The Hadith was
written nearly one to two centuries after the life of Muhammad. Since this follows
the pattern historians such as A.N. Sherwin-White have identified of miracle
accounts that appear two generations after the lifetime of the eyewitnesses, the
alleged miracle accounts in the Hadith stand in question. Moreover, the Hadith
accounts seem to also go against the spirit of Muhammad in the Qur’an who
repeatedly refused to perform miracles (3:181–84; 4:153; 6:8–9). It is also
significant to note that many Muslim scholars such as Sahih Bukhari, who is
considered to be the most reliable collector of the sayings in the Hadith, believed
the vast majority of the miracle stories to be false.{13}
When pressed to defend the miracles of Muhammad, some point to Muhammad’s
night journey in Sura 19 in which he claims to have been transported to Jerusalem
and then ascended to heaven on the back of a mule (Sura 17:1). There is no
reason to take this passage as referring to a literal trip to heaven as even many
Muslim scholars do not take it as such. The noted translator of the Qur’an,
Abdullah Yusuf Ali, comments on this passage, noting that “it opens with the
mystic Vision of the Ascension of the Holy Prophet; he is transported from the
Sacred Mosque (of Mecca) to the Farthest Mosque (of Jerusalem) at night and
shown some of the Signs of God.”{14} Even according to one of the earliest
Islamic traditions, Muhammad’s wife A’isha reported that “the apostle’s body
remained where it was but God removed his spirit by night.”{15} Further, even if
this were to be understood as a miracle claim, there is no evidence presented to
test its authenticity. Since it lacks testability, it has no apologetic value.{16}

Another miracle is the prophecy of victory at the Battle of Badr (Sura 3:123;
8:17). However, it is a stretch to call this a supernatural miracle. It is common
that generals will predict victory over an enemy army to inspire his troops. Also,
Muhammad did not prophesy his defeat at the Battle of Uhud a year later.
Judaism, Christianity, and Islam teach that God confirms His messengers through
miracles. The Old Testament prophets, Jesus, and the apostles have the testimony
of miracles but this is lacking in the testimony of Muhammad. The miracle
testimony of Christ affirms that He was more than a prophet.

The Resurrection
The Qur’an rejects the death, burial, and resurrection of Jesus Christ because
Muslims believe that Allah would not allow His prophet to die such a shameful
kind of death. The Qur’an teaches that Jesus did not die on the cross. Sura
4:157-159 states:
That they said (in boast), ‘We killed Christ Jesus the son of Mary, the Apostle of
God’;—But they killed him not, nor crucified him, but so it was made to appear
to them, and those who differ therein are full of doubts, with no (certain)
knowledge, but only conjecture to follow, for of a surety they killed him not:—
Nay, God raised him up unto Himself; and God is exalted in power, wise;—And
there is none of the people of the Book but must believe in him before his
death; And on the Day of Judgment He will be a witness against them.
Muslims believe that Jesus did not die on the cross but escaped death and was
taken up to heaven. The phrase “God raised him up unto Himself” is understood
to teach that Jesus was taken up alive to heaven, never experiencing death. Based
on the phrase, “it was made to appear to them,” orthodox Muslims have
traditionally interpreted this to mean that God made someone else look like Jesus,
and this person was crucified instead of Christ. There are various views regarding

the identity of this substitute. Candidates include Judas, Simon of Cyrene, or a
teen age boy.
The Bible clearly teaches that Jesus predicted His death and resurrection (Matt.
26:2; Mk. 10:33; 14:8; Jn. 2:19). The Bible records the crucifixion, burial, and
resurrection of Christ, which is central to the preaching of the apostles and to
Christianity. The Qur’an and the Gospels cannot be true at the same time since
they present contradictory accounts. One must examine the historical evidence
and determine which account the evidence supports.
There is strong evidence to support the historicity of the Gospels and the fact that
they were written by first century eyewitnesses or their close associates.{17} We
also have thousands of ancient manuscripts dated as early as the beginning of the
second century, confirming that the Gospels have been accurately preserved.{18}
There are also several non-Christian Roman and Jewish historical works that
affirm both the death of Christ and that Christians believed He had risen from the
dead. These include the writings of Tacitus, Thallus, Lucian, Josephus, and the
Jewish Talmud.{19} Finally, the preaching of the death and resurrection of Christ
began just days after His death on the cross, and has been continuously preached
since then for over two thousand years. This account was proclaimed from the
beginning, not generations after the resurrection.
The Qur’an’s account is not built on historical evidence but rather a commitment
to Muslim theology. There is little historical evidence to support the Qur’an in its
denial of the crucifixion and resurrection and its assertion that someone else took
Jesus’ place on the cross. To support their view, Muslims often appeal to the “Lost
Gospels.” These are the Gnostic Gospels such as the Gospel of Judas and others.
However, these have proven to be non-apostolic works, written centuries after the
life of the apostles. They are not regarded as historically accurate and were
written by Gnostics attempting to refashion Jesus in their image.{20}
The death and resurrection of Christ is one of the most reliably recorded events in

ancient history. The historical evidence strongly favors the Gospel account.
Therefore, the Qur’an would be in error, and its inspiration must, therefore, be
questioned.

Conclusion
As we have studied, the Qur’an and the Bible present contrary views on the
nature and life of Christ. The Qur’an rejects the deity of Christ and the death and
resurrection of Christ. The Qur’an presents stories regarding the infancy of Christ
that are contrary to the New Testament and rely on Gnostic apocryphal works as
its source. The Qur’an rejects major doctrines and events recorded in the Bible.
Since the historical evidence upholds the Gospels, the perfection and inspiration
of the Qur’an is in question since its teachings contradict major doctrines and
events taught in the New Testament.
That being said, from a survey of the Qur’an, one should realize that even in the
Qur’an, Jesus is greater than Muhammad. First, Jesus’ titles in the Qur’an are
greater. Despite rejecting the deity of Christ, the Qur’an gives Jesus several
honorary titles. He is given the titles of Messiah, the Word of God, the Spirit of
God (Sura 4:169-71), the Speech of Truth (Sura 19:34-35), a Sign unto Men, and
Mercy from God (Sura 19:21). Although these titles may refer to deity in Christian
theology, Muslims do not equate these titles in the same way.
Second, Jesus’ miracles in the Qur’an are greater, for the Qur’an affirms several
miraculous aspects of Christ’s life. The Qur’an affirms the virgin birth of Christ
(Sura 19:16-21; 3:37-45). The Qur’an also affirms that Christ performed miracles
(Sura 3:37-45; 43: 63-65). The Qur’an also affirms the prophethood of Christ
(19:29-31). The Qur’an also affirms that Christ did not die but was raised up to
heaven by God (4:158; 19:33). In contrast, according to the Qur’an, there is very
little, if anything, supernatural regarding the life of Muhammad.
Even in the Qur’an, Jesus lived a life that is much more extraordinary than

Muhammad. Since this is evident in the Qur’an, it would be wise for all Muslims
to study the life of Jesus in the Bible. Not only is the Bible an accurate historical
record, but it is a text that Muhammad encouraged Muslims to study (Sura 10:94;
2:136; 4:163; 5:56; 5:68; 35:31). Muhammad believed the Bible in the sixth
century AD was accurate. We have many ancient New Testaments that predate
the sixth century. Examples include the Chester Beatty Papyri (AD 250), Codex
Vaticanus (AD 325 – 350), Codex Sinaiticus (AD 340), Codex Alexandrinus (AD
450), the Latin Vulgate (fourth century AD), and Syriac New Testament (AD 508).
From these we can be assured that we have accurate copies of the New
Testament that predate the sixth century.
I encourage all Muslims, therefore, to read the New Testament and learn what it
says about Jesus Christ. One will soon discover that He was more than a prophet;
He was indeed the unique Son Of God.
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“Where Do Historians Refer to the
Earth’s Darkness During the
Crucifixion?”
Dr. Michael Gleghorn
I need some help finding where historians refer to the fact that the sky
got totally dark and the stars came out when Jesus was crucified. I
remember reading something from Julius Africanus, I think it was, who
mentioned this fact, but now that I am looking for it I can’t find it. Didn’t
Tacitus refer to Julius’ comment also?

The historian Thallus, in A.D. 52, wrote a history of the eastern Mediterranean
since the Trojan War. Although his work is lost, it was quoted by Julius Africanus
in about A.D. 221. This is mentioned by Gary Habermas in his 1996 book, The
Historical Jesus (pp. 196-97). Lee Strobel has a brief section on this in his book
The Case for Christ (pp. 84-85). The historian Edwin Yamauchi quotes from a
footnote by Paul Maier in his 1968 book, Pontius Pilate, as follows: “Phlegon, a
Greek author from Caria writing a chronology soon after 137 A.D., reported that
in the fourth year of the 202nd Olympiad (i.e., 33 A.D.) there was ‘the greatest
eclipse of the sun’ and that ‘it became night in the sixth hour of the day [i.e.,
noon] so that stars even appeared in the heavens. There was a great earthquake
in Bithynia, and many things were overturned in Nicaea.'”
This, at any rate, should help you track down the source from Phlegon if you like.
Shalom in Christ,

Michael Gleghorn
Probe Ministries
© 2006 Probe Ministries

Mel Gibson’s Passion Film Ignites
Passions
Rusty Wright
The storm of controversy surrounding Mel Gibson’s film about Jesus death has
had many facets. Is the movie anti-Semitic? Too violent for kids? Would Gibsons
Jesus get married?
Representatives of the Jewish Anti-Defamation League and the Simon Wiesenthal
Center feared provocation of anti-Jewish feelings and violence. Prerelease
screenings found warm response from leaders including Vatican officials and Billy
Graham. Others remained skeptical.
Much of the controversy centers on two questions about the film and the history it
depicts: Were Jewish people responsible for Jesus death? And, if so, are all Jewish
people thereby Christ killers? Anti-Semitisms ugly stains make certain fears
understandable.
Raised as a Gentile in Miami, I had many Jewish friends. Miamis Jewish
population exceeds that of many cities of Israel. My classmates talked of Hebrew
school, synagogue, and bar mitzvahs. In school we sang Hanukah songs and
Christmas carols. My parents taught and modeled respect and tolerance. AntiSemitism makes my blood boil.

After finding faith as a university student, I explored concerns about antiSemitism in biblical accounts of Jesus death. Jesus was Jewish, as were his early
followers. Jewish people who opposed him aligned against Jewish people who
supported him. This was essentially a Jewish-Jewish conflict. One faction
pressured Pilate, a Roman ruler, into executing Jesus.
Jewish leaders did not physically hang him on a cross; Roman executioners did
that. But some Jewish people were part of the mix.
Should all Jewish people bear the guilt for Jesus execution? Of course not. Neither
should all Germans bear guilt for the Holocaust nor all Christians for racism or
anti-Semitism, pedophilia, corruption, or other outrageous acts of Christians. We
all bear responsibility for our own decisions.
But there is another facet to the guilt question. After I spoke in a University of
Miami anthropology class, one student asked if Jews are responsible for the death
of Jesus. Absolutely, I replied. Jews are responsible for Jesus death. And so are
Christians, Buddhists, Muslims, Hindus, atheists and agnostics.
Jesus said he came to help plug people into God, to give his life as a ransom for
many. He believed his death would pay the price necessary to provide forgiveness
for all who would accept it, becoming a bridge linking them to eternity.
According to this perspective, we – all of us – and our flaws are the reason Jesus
went to the cross. Are we guilty of physically executing him? No. Was it because
of us that he suffered? By his reasoning, yes.
Gibsons film is significant. Of course, I brought my own biases to the screening. I
left impressed with the terrible pain Jesus endured, especially poignant because I
believe he endured it for me.
Rembrandt, the famous Dutch artist, painted a memorable depiction of the
crucifixion. In it, several people help to raise the cross to which Jesus is nailed.

Light emphasizes one particular face among the cross-raisers. The face is
Rembrandts, a self-portrait. The painter believed he himself was part of the
reason Jesus died.
Gibson told the Associated Press, “I came to a difficult point in my life and
meditating on Christ’s sufferings, on his passion, got me through it.” The Passion
film and story are worth considering and discussing among friends of any faith or
of no faith.
© 2005 Probe Ministries

Answering E-mail
Rick Wade
Some examples of Probe’s e-mail correspondence, covering questions about on
which day Jesus died, the Nephilim, and is Jesus God’s final messenger. It
concludes with some flames from non-fans of our articles.

Three Days in the Tomb
One aspect of our ministry at Probe is answering questions sent via e-mail. In this
article I’m going to address a few questions people have asked.
The first question I’ll address has to do with the day of Jesus’ death. Someone
wrote and asked, “Was Jesus crucified on Thursday or Friday? How do we account
for the three days [in the tomb]?”
It will be quite impossible to deal adequately with this question in such limited
space. But let’s see what we can do.{1}

The Friday view of the crucifixion has been held the longest in the church. John
19:31 says that Jesus’ body was taken down from the cross on “the day of
preparation” to avoid having it there on the Sabbath. If this refers to the weekly
Sabbath, then the day of preparation–and hence, that of Jesus’ death–was on
Friday. Luke 23:54-56 says the women witnessed his burial on the day of
preparation, and then went home and rested on the Sabbath. On the first day of
the week, Sunday, they found the tomb empty (Luke 24:1ff).
Jesus’ reference to Jonah poses the greatest problem for this understanding. In
Matthew 12:40 we read, “As Jonah was three days and three nights in the belly of
a huge fish, so the Son of Man will be three days and three nights in the heart of
the earth.” Because of this verse, some have held a second view of the crucifixion,
that Jesus was crucified on Wednesday. He then arose on Saturday afternoon, and
first appeared to his disciples on Sunday.{2} This allows a full three days and
nights in the tomb. But Sunday has from the beginning been regarded as the day
Jesus rose from the dead, and this would be the fourth day from Wednesday
rather than the third. In addition, it’s been established that the Jews counted any
part of a day as a whole day, so a full seventy-two hours in the tomb isn’t required
(cf. Gen. 42:17,18; I Kings 20:29, II Chron. 10:5,12; Esther 4:16, 5:1). “After three
days” and “on the third day” are equivalent as Matthew 27:63-64 shows
clearly.{3}
A third view is that Jesus died on Thursday and rose on Sunday, which allows for
three nights and part of three days in the tomb. Thus, the Last Supper was on
Wednesday evening, and Jesus – the Passover Lamb–was crucified on Thursday.
Friday was the first day of Unleavened Bread, a day of no work, and so is thought
to be “the Sabbath of the Passover.”{4} So Jesus was buried on Thursday to avoid
profaning this “Sabbath.”
In response, New Testament scholar Harold Hoehner notes that there is no
precedent for thinking of Friday as a special Sabbath. “The day of preparation for
the Passover” in John 19:31 needn’t refer to the day before Passover; it could

refer to Passover itself.{5} John 19:31,42, which speaks of the day of preparation
and the Sabbath, seems naturally to refer to Friday and Saturday.{6} In this
writer’s view, then, the Friday view still seems to be the correct one.

The Nephilim
Who were the Nephilim in Genesis chapter 6? That is a question raised fairly
often. The Nephilim are mentioned in Genesis 6 and again in Numbers 13. The
passage in Genesis 6 is especially intriguing because of its account of the “sons of
God” going in to the “daughters of men.” Someone wrote to ask whether the
Nephilim “were simply human or the off-spring of angels (demons) mating with
human women.”
Let’s begin with the passage itself. Genesis 6: 1-4 reads:
When men began to increase in number on the earth and daughters were born
to them, the sons of God saw that the daughters of men were beautiful, and
they married any of them they chose. Then the LORD said, “My Spirit will not
contend with man forever, for he is mortal; his days will be a hundred and
twenty years.” The Nephilim were on the earth in those days—and also
afterward–when the sons of God went to the daughters of men and had
children by them. They were the heroes of old, men of renown.
In considering the identity of the Nephilim, one must also answer two other
questions: the identity of the “sons of God” and the “daughters of men,” and the
significance of the passage relative to that which precedes it and that which
follows (its context). “In most cases,” says John Sailhamer, “the interpretations [of
this passage] have arisen out of the viewpoint that these verses introduce the
story of the Flood.”{7} Some commentators, however, think otherwise.
First, who are these “sons” and “daughters”? One view holds that the “sons” were
kings and the “daughters” were lower class women who made up the harems of
such kings.{8} The “sons” were guilty of polygamy in taking more than one wife

from among the “daughters of men.” This was at least part of the reason God
brought judgment. This view has real possibilities, for it provides a bridge
between the genealogies of Cain and Seth in chapters 4 and 5, and it serves as an
explanation of the judgment to follow. A weakness of this view is that “while both
within the OT and in other Near Eastern texts individual kings were called God’s
son, there is no evidence that groups of kings were so styled.”{9}
Another view is that these “sons of God” were angels or demons who united with
human women, and so corrupted the race that God had to bring judgment. It
seems highly unlikely that this is the correct interpretation. First, Jesus said that
angels don’t marry, and in Genesis 6:2 the word for “married” means just that,
and not fornication. If good angels don’t marry, why would God grant sexual
powers to demons? Second, if demons were taking advantage of human women,
why was mankind judged? The Interpreter’s Bible Commentary offers this view,
but relegates the story to myth. If we aren’t prepared to think of Genesis as being
mythological, we need to look for another option.
A third view is that the “sons of God” were descendents of godly Seth, while the
“daughters of men” were descendents of ungodly Cain. Although “sons of God” is
used in the Old Testament to refer to angels (see Job 1:6, 2:1 in the NASB), godly
men are also called “sons” as in Psalm 73:15 and Hosea 1:10.
This view provides a bridge between chapters 4-5 and chapter 6. Chapter 4 lists
some offspring of Cain, chapter 5 those of Seth, and chapter 6 brings them
together. According to this view, says commentator Victor Hamilton, “The sin is a
forbidden union, a yoking of what God intended to keep apart, the intermarriage
of believer with unbeliever.”{10}
Jesus said in Matt. 24:38, “For in the days before the flood, people were eating
and drinking, marrying and giving in marriage, up to the day Noah entered the
ark.” Seth’s godly descendents had shifted their focus from God to the things of
the flesh and were simply carrying on with their lives, but not in accordance with

God’s will. That the primary focus of God’s wrath is against the union, rather than
the offspring of it, is the fact that God’s displeasure is announced after
mentioning the marriage unions but before mentioning the offspring.
So, then, who were the Nephilim? The Holman Bible Dictionary says the word
“probably derived from the root ‘to fall’ and meaning either ‘the fallen ones’ or
else ‘ones who fall [violently] upon others.'”{11} Hamilton translates it “those
who were made to fall, those who were cast down.” If this is correct, then the
Nephilim are certainly not to be identified with the “heroes of old, men of
renown” in verse 4.{12} Old Testament commentators Keil and Delitzsch believe
Martin Luther had it correct when he said these men were tyrants. “They were
called Nephilim,” they say, “because they fell upon the people and oppressed
them.”{13}
Were they the offspring of the “sons of God” and “daughters of men”? Apparently
not, for the verse says they “were on the earth in those days—and also
afterward”; in other words, they were contemporaries of the “sons” and
“daughters.”
It’s hard to be dogmatic about the interpretation of Genesis 6:1-4. But my vote
goes with this last view.

Is Jesus the Final Messenger from God?
The next question has to do with Jesus as the final “messenger” from God. A letter
e-mailed to us reads in part: I assume you believe the Old Testament to be part of
the inspired word of God, and therefore believe Moses, and Abraham before him,
were part of this “progress of revelation.” Were there others, perhaps Krishna,
Zoroaster, or Buddha, who spread God’s instructions to others at different places
and times?
The writer continues:

Is it possible that God has sent other messengers since Jesus, to accommodate
His instructions, perhaps Muhammad (as Muslims believe) or Baha’ullah (as
Baha’is believe)? If you do not believe these two men were messengers from
God, do you believe we are due for another messenger, so God can
accommodate his instructions to the moral and spiritual standards of the
people of our time? In general, how can we determine which messengers are
part of God’s progressive revelation and which are not?
According to Scripture, Jesus was the full revelation of God to us (Heb. 1:1-2). Not
only did he teach us about God, but also His work of securing our redemption was
the culmination of God’s plan. He was the focus of God’s message. Both the Old
Testament and the New Testament point to Him. As two sorrowful disciples of
Jesus made their way home after His death, He appeared to them, and “beginning
with Moses and with all the prophets, [Jesus] explained to them the things
concerning Himself in all the Scriptures” (Luke 24:27). The New Testament
clearly is focused on Jesus as well. If Jesus was the focus of God’s message,
anyone who legitimately spoke for God after Jesus was simply clarifying and
expanding on His message.
In another e-mail, the same writer said: “I am struck by the great similarities of
the world’s religions. It seems to me that certain central themes run through
them all . . . for example, Love for God and your fellow man.” In response, I
quoted Steve Turner’s tongue-in-cheek declaration of religious pluralists: “We
believe that all religions are basically the same . . . They all believe in love and
goodness. They only differ on matters of creation, sin, heaven, hell, God, and
salvation.”{14}
Those are some major differences, aren’t they? So all religions believe in God.
Which God? There are polytheists, Trinitarian theists, oneness theists, pantheists,
panentheists, . . . Which view of God is true? What about salvation? Are we to
become one with the cosmos, or find forgiveness through faith in Jesus alone? Are
we to discover our own essential divinity, or recognize that we are finite,

contingent beings who were made to serve the one true God who is “Wholly
Other”? According to Jesus, there is only one God and only one way to Him.
It’s clear, then, that no other “messenger” such as Krishna or Buddha, who
doesn’t preach Jesus and salvation through him alone, could be from God.

Flames
Along with e-mails asking questions and occasionally giving us pats on the back,
there are those that take issue with something we’ve said.
One general kind of criticism is that we don’t know what we’re talking about.
Here’s an excerpt from an e-mail to Dr. Ray Bohlin:
I was highly disturbed by the content of this page. Your delusions and
misinterpretation of facts is highly disconcerting. . . . This page is ripe with
Christian propaganda and follows a thoroughly unscholarly approach in
developing its argument. I only hope that millions of innocent people are not
blinded by your lies, and that scientific research will continue to restore the
truth that has been so corrupted by the archaic concept that is Christianity.
Wow! That’s rather harsh. But notice that there are no specific issues mentioned.
Here is Ray’s response in part:
I . . . noticed that your message was loaded with accusations but no substance
or specifics. If you really think we are so full of errors and lies, a few examples
might allow us the opportunity to correct them.
The critic wrote back to say he would substantiate his accusations but never did.
Others of us have been accused of not knowing what we’re talking about. One
writer thought Pat Zukeran’s assessment of Buddhism reflected a lack of direct
experience with Buddhists. Pat replied,

I come from an island that is 80% Buddhist. My entire family clan has held to
Buddhist teachings for hundreds of years. My parents and cousins remain in
the Buddhist faith. I grew up under the teachings of the Buddhist temples near
my house. I have been a member of the Young Buddhist Association.
Therefore, I have many Buddhist friends including my own family members.
That should be enough experience, shouldn’t it?
Occasionally we receive e-mails that almost fry our monitors—”flaming,” I think
it’s called. Don Closson received this one:
I read your article about Bishop Spong, and while I don’t always agree with
him, I’m not an idiot like you who doesn’t understand one word of the bishop’s
writings. You should try living in the 21st century sometime. What an idiot.
This isn’t going to look good on Don’s resume.
If things aren’t looking good for Don, though, what about poor Ray? One writer
said, “Hey I read your commentary on apes, ‘hominids’, and humans and thought
it [stinks].” Well, he didn’t say “stinks,” but I think it would be improper to use his
actual word. “Surely you can find something better to do than knock God’s
evolutionary plan back into the dark ages,” he continues. “LOL. Crack me up. . .
what a buffoon! You crack me up!”
But wait! It gets worse. Here’s an e-mail that begins, “You are a sad man.”
Another says plainly, “You’re sick.” One says, “I think that you are a moron.”
Whoa! What kind of crew do we have here at Probe, anyway?
One final e-mail ought to be noted. Someone was upset about one of our articles
on evolution and creation, and concluded his message with this:
All your pseudo-religion promotes is hate and intolerance, preaching your
holyier [sic] than thou attitude. So with great contempt I say, if your god is
real, may you burn in hell, you evil Christian dinosaur.

Let’s see. We preach “hate and intolerance,” and the writer consigns us to a
long stay in hell?
At Probe we take input seriously . . . when it’s presented in a reasonable manner.
Maybe a variation of the Golden Rule should be a guide: “Speak unto others as
you would have them speak unto you.” Do you have a complaint? State it clearly,
give specific examples, and keep the tone as amiable as possible. And one of our
sick, holier than thou, unscholarly, idiotic buffoons will answer . . . once we figure
out what we’re talking about.
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“If Jesus Was Crucified on Friday,
How Was He Dead for Three
Nights?”
Dr. Patrick Zukeran
I am looking for an answer to the “three days, three nights in the tomb”
prophecy. Jesus was only in the tomb three days and TWO NIGHTS. I have
seen the day portion of this prophecy explained. However, I have never
heard a convincing explanation of how Friday and Saturday night can be
three nights. Help!
There are several views that address this question. One view is that Jesus was
crucified on Wednesday. 72 hours later later, Saturday evening, He rose and the
empty tomb was discovered on Sunday.

Another view is that Jesus died on Thursday. I take the view Jesus was crucified
on Friday and rose on Sunday. All prophecies state He will rise on the third day.
(Matthew 16: 21, 17:23, 20:19, 27:64, Luke 9:22, 18:33, etc…) The events of the
gospels seem to correlate best with a Friday crucifixion. Only one passage talks
about him being in the grave three days and three nights, Matthew 12:40. If not
for this one passage, all scholars would agree on a Friday crucifixion. So we are
really dealing with the question of one passage and how is that related in light of
all the other passages?
In Jewish thinking, a part of a day is equivalent to a whole day. Genesis 42:17
states that Joseph held his brothers in prison for three days and in verse 18 states
he spoke to them on the third day and released them. 1 Kings 20:29 says Israel
and Syria camped for 7 days and then on the seventh day the began battle. Other
passages–Esther 5;1, 1 Samuel 30:12–show similar thought. So Old Testament
language shows the expression “three days,” “third day,” and “three days and
three nights” are used to express the same period of time. Rabbinic literature
shows the same thing. Rabbi Eleazr ben Azariah wrote in 100 A.D., “A day and
night are an Onah (period of time) and the portion of an Onah is as the whole of
it.”
So we conclude the expression “after three days,” “on the third day,” and the
“three days and three nights” are all one and indicate the same time span.
Pat Zukeran
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