
The Deity of Christ
The belief that Jesus was and is God has always been a non-
negotiable for Christianity. Don Closson explains that this
belief is based on Jesus’ own words as well as the teachings
of the early church.

 This article is also available in Spanish.

I recently received a letter from someone who argues that
there is only one God, and that He is called many names and
worshiped by many different people who hold to many different
faiths. This kind of thinking about God is common today, but
its popularity does not reduce the intellectual problems that
may  accompany  it.  For  instance,  does  this  notion  of  god
include the god of the Aztecs who required child sacrifice?
What about the warrior gods of Norse mythology: Odin, Thor,
and Loki? How does the Mormon belief that we can all become
Gods if we join their organization and conform to their system
of good works fit into this theological framework? Even John
Hick, an influential religious pluralist, believes that only
some of the world’s great religions qualify as having a valid
view  of  God.  Islam,  Christianity,  Judaism,  Buddhism,  and
Hinduism are valid, but Satanism and the religions of the
Waco,  Texas,  variety  are  not.  Belief  that  all  religious
systems worship one God raises difficult questions when we see
how different groups portray God and seek to describe how we
are to relate to Him.

The issue becomes even more acute when one religious tradition
claims that God took on flesh becoming a man and walked on the
earth. The Christian tradition has claimed for almost two
thousand years that God did just that. The Gospel of John
proclaims that, “The Word became flesh and made his dwelling
among us. We have seen his glory, the glory of the One and
Only, who came from the Father, full of grace and truth.” John
is, of course, talking about Jesus, and this claim presents an
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interesting challenge for a religious pluralist. If what John
and the rest of the New Testament writers claim about Jesus is
true, then we literally have God in the flesh walking with and
teaching a small band of disciples. If Jesus was God incarnate
as He walked the earth, we have a first hand account of what
God is like in the biblical record. Truth claims about God
that counter those given in the Bible must then be discounted.
In other words, if Jesus was God in the flesh during His time
on earth, other religious texts or traditions are wrong when
they  teach  about  God  or  about  knowing  God  in  ways  that
contradict the biblical record.

In this essay we will consider the evidence for the deity of
Christ.  Christianity’s  truth  claims  are  dependent  on  this
central  teaching,  and  once  accepted,  this  claim  reduces
greatly the viability of religious pluralism, of treating all
religious beliefs as equally true. For if God truly became
flesh and spoke directly to His disciples about such things as
sin, redemption, a final judgment, false religions and true
worship,  then  we  have  the  God  of  the  universe  expressing
intolerance  towards  other  religious  claims-  -specifically
claims that discount the reality of sin and remove the need
for redemption or the reality of a final judgment. Some might
not agree with God’s religious intolerance, but then again,
disagreeing with God is what the Bible calls sin.

Rather than begin with a response to attacks on Christ’s deity
by modern critics like the Jesus Seminar or New Age gnostics,
our discussion will begin with Jesus’ own self-consciousness,
in other words, what did Jesus say and think about himself.
From there we will consider the teachings of the Apostles and
the  early  church.  My  goal  is  to  establish  that  from  its
inception, Christianity has taught and believed that Jesus was
God in the flesh, and that this belief was the result of the
very words that Jesus spoke concerning His own essence.



Christ’s Self-Perception
As we begin to examine evidence that supports the claim that
Jesus Christ is God in the flesh or God incarnate, a good
starting point is Jesus’ own self concept. It must first be
admitted that Jesus never defines His place in the Trinity in
theological language. However, He made many statements about
himself that would be not only inappropriate, but blasphemous
if He was not God in the flesh. It is important to remember
that Jesus’ life was not spent doing theology or thinking and
writing  about  theological  issues.  Instead,  His  life  was
focused on relationships, first with His disciples, and then
with the Jewish people. The purpose of these relationships was
to engender in these people a belief in Jesus as their savior
or Messiah, as their only source of salvation. Jesus told the
Pharisees, the Jewish religious leaders of His day, that they
would die in their sins if they did not believe that He was
who  He  claimed  to  be  (John  8:24).  And  to  one  Pharisee,
Nicodemus, Jesus said, “For God so loved the world, that He
gave His one and only Son, that whoever believes in Him shall
not perish, but have eternal life” (John 3:16).

Millard Erickson, in his book Christian Theology, does a nice
job of laying out evidence that Jesus considered himself equal
in essence with God.(1) Unless He was God, it would have been
highly inappropriate for Jesus to say, as He does in Matthew
13:41,  that  both  the  angels  and  the  kingdom  are  His.
Elsewhere, angels are called “the angels of God” (Luke 12:8 9;
15:10) and the phrase Kingdom of God is found throughout the
Scriptures. But Jesus says, “The Son of man will send His
angels, and they will gather out of His kingdom all causes of
sin and evildoers” (Matt. 13:41).

When the paralytic in Mark 2:5 was lowered through the roof by
his friends, Jesus’ first response was to say that the man’s
sins were forgiven. The scribes knew the implications of this
statement,  for  only  God  could  forgive  sin.  Their  remarks



clearly show that they understood Jesus to be exercising a
divine privilege. Jesus had a wonderful opportunity to set the
record straight here by denying that He had the authority to
do what only God can do. Instead, His response only reinforces
His claim to divinity. Jesus says, “Why do you question thus
in your hearts? Which is easier, to say to the paralytic, Your
sins are forgiven,’ or to say, Rise, take up your pallet and
walk’?”  To  confirm  His  authority  to  forgive  sins,  Jesus
enabled the man to pick up his pallet and go home.

Two other areas that Jesus claimed authority over was the
judging of sin and the observance of the Sabbath. Both were
considered God’s prerogative by the Jews. In John 5:22-23
Jesus says, “The Father judges no one, but has entrusted all
judgment to the Son, that all may honor the Son just as they
honor the Father.” Jesus also claimed authority to change
man’s relationship to the Sabbath. Honoring the Sabbath is one
of the Ten Commandments, and the Jews had been given strict
instructions on how to observe it. In the book of Numbers,
Moses is told by God to stone to death a man who collects wood
on the Sabbath. However, in Matthew 12:8 Jesus says that “the
Son of Man is Lord of the Sabbath.”

These  examples  show  that  Jesus  made  claims  and  performed
miracles that reveal a self awareness of His own divinity. In
our next section, we will continue in this vein.

Christ’s Self-Perception, Part 2
At  this  point  in  our  discussion  we  will  offer  even  more
examples of Jesus’ self knowledge of His essential equality
with God.

A number of comments that Jesus made about His relationship
with the Father would be unusual if Jesus did not consider
himself equal in essence with God. In John 10:30 He says that
to see Him is to see the Father. Later in John 14:7-9 He adds
that to know Him is to know the Father. Jesus also claimed to



have existed prior to His incarnation on earth. In John 8:58
He says, “Truly, truly, I say to you, before Abraham was, I
am.” Some believe that the words used here by Jesus constitute
His strongest claim to deity. According to the Expositors
Bible  Commentary  this  passage  might  more  literally  be
translated, “Before Abraham came into being, I continuously
existed.”  The  Jews  recognized  the  phrase  “I  am”  as  one
referring to God because God used it (1) to describe himself
when He commissioned Moses to demand the release of His people
from Pharaoh (Exodus 3:14), and (2) to identifyhimself in the
theistic proclamations in the second half of Isaiah. Jesus
also declares that His work is coterminous with the Father. He
proclaims that “If a man loves me, he will keep my word, and
my Father will love him, and we will come to him and make our
home with him” (John 14:23). The Jews hearing Jesus understood
the  nature  of  these  claims.  After  His  comment  about  pre-
existing Abraham, they immediately picked up stones to kill
Him for blasphemy because they understood that He had declared
himself God.

In Jesus’ trial He makes a clear declaration of who He is. The
Jews argued before Pilate in John 19:7, “We have a law, and
according to that law he must die, because he claimed to be
the Son of God.” Matthew 26 records that at Jesus’ trial, the
high priest tells Jesus, “I charge you under oath by the
living  God:  Tell  us  if  you  are  the  Christ,  the  Son  of
God.”Jesus replies, “You have said it yourself, . . . But I
say to all of you: In the future you will see the Son of Man
sitting at the right hand of the Mighty One and coming on the
clouds  of  heaven.”  This  would  have  been  a  wonderful
opportunity  for  Jesus  to  save  himself  by  clearing  up  any
misconceptions concerning His relationship with the Father.
Instead, He places himself in a position of equality and of
unique power and authority. Again, the Jews understand what
Jesus is saying. The high priest proclaims, “He has uttered
blasphemy. Why do we still need witnesses? You have now heard
his blasphemy.” He calls for a vote of the council, and they



demand His death (Matt. 26:65-66).

Another indicator of how Jesus perceived himself is in His use
of  Old  Testament  Scripture  and  the  way  He  made  His  own
proclamations of truth. In a number of cases, Jesus began a
sentence with “You have heard that it was said, . . . but I
say to you. . . .” (Matt. 5:21-22, 27-28). Jesus was giving
His  words  the  same  authority  as  the  Scriptures.  Even  the
prophets, when speaking for God, would begin their statements
with: “The word of the Lord came to me,” but Jesus begins
with: “I say to you.”

There are other indications of how Jesus saw himself. For
example, Christ’s claim to have authority over life itself in
John 5:21 and 11:25, and His use of the self referential “Son
of God” title point to unique power and authority and His
essential equality with God.

The Apostles’ Teaching
We will turn now to look at what Jesus’ followers said of Him.
The Gospel of John begins with a remarkable declaration of
both Christ’s deity and full humanity. “In the beginning was
the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God. He
was with God in the beginning.” Later in verse fourteen John
remarks that this “Word” became flesh and walked among them
and points to Jesus as this “Word” become flesh. What did John
mean by this remarkable passage?

The first phrase might literally be translated: “When the
beginning began, the Word was already there.” In other words,
the  “Word”  co-  existed  with  God  and  predates  time  and
creation. The second phrase “The Word was with God” indicates
both equality and distinction of identity. A more literal
translation  might  be  “face  to  face  with  God,”  implying
personality and relational coexistence. Some groups, like the
Jehovah’s Witnesses, make a great deal of the fact that the
word “God” in the third phrase “The Word was God” lacks an



article.  This,  they  argue,  allows  the  noun  God  to  be
translated as an indefinite noun, perhaps referring to “a God”
but not “the” almighty God. Actually, the lack of an article
for the noun makes the case for the deity of the “Word” more
clearly. The Greek phrase, theos en ho logos describes the
nature of the “Word,” not the nature of God. The article ho
before the word logos shows that the sentence describes the
nature of the Word; He is of the same nature and essence as
the noun in the predicate; that is, the Word is divine. It is
interesting to note that verses 6, 12, 13, and 18 of the same
chapter  refer  unambiguously  to  God  the  Father  and  use  an
anarthrous noun, i.e., a noun without the article.(2) Yet
strangely the Jehovah’s Witnesses do not dispute the meaning
of these passages.

The author of Hebrews writes plainly of Christ’s deity. The
first chapter states that, “The Son is the radiance of God’s
glory and the exact representation of His being, sustaining
all things by His powerful word.” The passage also states that
Jesus is not an angel nor is He just a priest. In Colossians
1:15 Paul adds that, “He is the image of the invisible God,
the firstborn over all creation. For by Him all things were
created: things in heaven and on earth, visible and invisible,
whether thrones or powers or rulers or authorities; all things
were created by Him and for Him. He is before all things, and
in  Him  all  things  hold  together.”  Although  Paul  clearly
attributes godlike qualities to Jesus, the use of the word
firstborn often causes confusion. The word can be a reference
to priority in time or supremacy in rank. Since Jesus is
described  as  the  Creator  of  all  things,  the  notion  of
supremacy  seems  more  appropriate.  Philippians  2:5-11  also
talks of Jesus existing in the form of God. The Greek term
used for form is morphe, denoting an outward manifestation of
an inner essence.

Mention  should  also  be  made  of  the  use  by  New  Testament
writers of the word Lord for Jesus. The same Greek word was



used  in  the  Greek  Old  Testament,  the  Septuagint,  as  the
translated word for the Hebrew words Yahweh and Adonai, two
special names given to God the Father. The Apostles meant to
apply the highest sense of this term when referring to Jesus.

The Early Church
Thus  far  we  have  been  examining  the  Christian  claim  of
Christ’s divinity, first considering Jesus’ own self-concept
and then the thoughts of those who wrote the New Testament. It
is not within the scope of this essay to argue that the words
attributed to Jesus by the writers of the New Testament are
indeed His. Instead, we have argued that the words attributed
to Jesus do claim an essential equality with God the Father.
The traditional view of the Christian faith has been that God
has revealed himself to us as three separate persons–Father,
Son, and Holy Spirit–who shared a common essence.

Belief in Jesus’ essential equality with God the Father was
communicated by the Apostles to the church fathers to whom
they handed the task of leading the church. Even though these
early leaders often struggled with how to describe the notion
of the Trinity with theological accuracy, they knew that their
faith was in a person who was both man and God.

Clement of Rome is a good example of this faith. Writing to
the church at Corinth Clement implies Jesus’ equality with God
the Father when he says “Have we not one God, and one Christ
and one Spirit of grace poured upon us.” Later, in his second
letter, Clement tells his readers to “think of Jesus as of God
, as the judge of the living and dead.” Clement also wrote of
Jesus as the preexistent Son of God; in other words, Christ
existed before He took on human flesh. Ignatius of Antioch
spoke  of  Christ’s  nature  in  his  letter  to  the  Ephesians,
“There is only one physician, of flesh and of spirit, generate
and ingenerate, God in man, life in death, Son of Mary and Son
of God.” A little later, Irenaeus of Lyons (ca. A.D. 140-202.)
had to stress the humanity of Christ because of Gnostic heresy



that argued that Jesus was only a divine emanation. Irenaeus
wrote, “There is therefore . . . one God the Father, and one
Christ Jesus our Lord, who . . . gathered together all things
in  himself.  But  in  every  respect,  too,  he  is  man,  the
formation of God: and thus he took up man into himself, the
invisible becoming visible, the incomprehensible being made
comprehensible, the impassible becoming capable of suffering,
and the Word being made man, thus summing up all things in
himself” (Against Heresies III, 16). During the same time
period, Tertullian of Carthage (ca. A.D. 155-240) wrote of
Christ’s nature that “what is born in the flesh is flesh and
what is born in the Spirit is spirit. Flesh does not become
spirit nor spirit flesh. Evidently they can (both) be in one
(person). Of these Jesus is composed, of flesh as man and of
spirit as God” (Against Praxeas, 14). Later he added, “We see
His double state, not intermixed but conjoined in one person,
Jesus, God and man” (Against Praxeas, 27).

By A.D. 325 the church had begun to systematize Christianity’s
response to various heretical views of Christ. The Nicene
Creed stated, “We believe in God the Father All-sovereign,
maker  of  heaven  and  earth,  of  all  things  visible  and
invisible; And in one Lord Jesus Christ, the only-begotten Son
of God, begotten of the Father before all the ages, Light of
Light, true God of true God, begotten not created, of one
substance with the Father, through whom all things came into
being.”(3)

The belief in Jesus Christ being of the same essence as God
the  Father  began  with  Jesus  himself,  was  taught  to  His
Apostles, who in turn handed down this belief to the early
church  Fathers  and  apologists.  Christ’s  deity  is  the
foundation  upon  which  the  Christian  faith  rests.
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Christian Apologetics
Rick Wade’s introduction to Christian apologetics, rather than
delving into specific arguments for the faith, examines the
need to think well and develop logic skills. It is important
to be able to answer the charge of elitism that is often
leveled at Christianity today, and this essay concludes with
some cogent statements making a case for Christianity.

Introduction
Throughout the history of the church, Christians have been
called upon to explain why we believe what we believe. The
apostle  Paul  spoke  of  his  ministry  as  “the  defense  and
confirmation of the gospel.” Peter said we need to “be ready
to make a defense to everyone who asks you.”

This activity of the church came to be known as apologetics
which means “defense.” But, if it is important that we defend
the faith, how do we do it?

In this essay I will not provide a lot of evidences and
arguments. I will rather look at some basic principles that
will guide us in defending the faith. We will talk about our
starting point and about the important matter of thinking
logically. We’ll look at the specific charge of elitism which
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is prevalent on college campuses today. Finally, we’ll deal
with the question of presenting a case for Christianity.

So, what is apologetics, anyway, and what is it supposed to
do? Apologetics has been defined as “the science and art of
defending  the  faith.”  It  is  chiefly  concerned  with  the
question of the truth of Jesus Christ. In the days of the
Greeks, when someone was summoned to court to face a charge,
he would present an “apology” or a defense. For Christians,
this might mean answering the question, “Why do you believe
that Jesus is God?” or a question more often heard today, “Why
do you think Christians have the truth?”

So,  apologetics  is  first  of  all  defense.  It  has  come  to
include more than just defense, however. Not only is the truth
of our beliefs an issue, but also the beliefs others hold. A
second task of apologetics is to challenge other people to
defend their beliefs.

A third task of apologetics is to present a case for the truth
of the biblical message. One might call this task “proving”
Christianity (although the matter of proof must be qualified).
If this seems to be too ambitious a goal, we might speak
simply  of  persuading  people  of  the  truth  of  the  biblical
message.

In all of this our goal is to let the light of God’s truth
shine in all its brilliance. It is our ambition also to bring
unbelievers to a recognition of the truth of Jesus Christ and
to persuade them to put their faith in Him.

Apologetics is typically a response to a specific question or
challenge,  either  stated  outright  or  just  implied.  Paul
reasoned with the Jews for whom the cross was a stumbling
block, “explaining and giving evidence that the Christ had to
suffer and rise again from the dead.” In the second century,
apologists  defended  not  only  Christian  beliefs  but  also
Christians  themselves  against  such  charges  as  atheism  and



cannibalism and being threats to the state. In the Medieval
era, more attention was given to the challenges of Judaism and
Islam. In the era of the Enlightenment, apologists had to
defend Christianity against the narrow confines of scientific
rationalism. Today the challenge has shifted again, this time
from attacks on specific doctrines to the question of whether
Christianity has any claim to final truth at all.

Like our forebears, we must answer the challenges of our day.
We must respond to our contemporaries’ questions as difficult
and uncomfortable as that might be.

Thinking Well
One of my frustrations in studying apologetics has been trying
to master the overwhelming number of questions and challenges,
on the one hand, and supporting evidences and reasons, on the
other. Although it behooves us all to master some of these, it
seems to me that it is just as important to learn how to think
well.

Learning  to  think  well,  or  logically,  is  important  for
Christians for several reasons. It helps us put together the
various pieces of our faith to form a cohesive whole. It helps
us make decisions in everyday life when the Bible doesn’t
speak directly to a particular issue. We must learn to deduce
true beliefs or proper courses of action from what we do know
from Scripture.

Good,  logical  thinking  is  especially  important  for  an
apologist.  On  the  one  hand,  it  can  help  prevent  us  from
putting together shoddy arguments for what we believe. On the
other hand, it helps us evaluate the beliefs of those who
challenge Christianity. Too often we stumble at criticisms
which sound good, but which really stand on logically shaky
legs. Let’s consider a few examples.

Here’s a basic one. How do you respond to someone who says,



“There’s no such thing as absolute truth”? If the individual
really thinks there is no absolute truth that is, truth that
stands for all people at all times, that person at best can
only say “In my opinion, there’s no such thing as absolute
truth.” To say “There’s no such thing as absolute truth” is to
state an absolute; the statement refutes itself.

Here’s another one. You’ve heard people say, “All religions
really teach the same thing.” Oh, really? Ours teaches that
Jesus is God in flesh; other religions say that He isn’t. A
logical principle called the law of non-contradiction says
that Jesus can’t both be God and not be God.

Let’s try one more. Some people say, “I can’t believe in
Christ. Look at all the terrible things Christians have done
through the centuries.” How would you answer this objection?
While  it  is  true  that  what  Christians  do  influences  non-
Christians’ responses to the gospel, such actions have nothing
to do with whether Christianity itself is true. If part of the
gospel message was that once a person becomes a Christian that
person absolutely will never sin again, the objector would
have grounds for questioning the truth of the faith. But the
Bible doesn’t say that. We can agree that Christians shouldn’t
do terrible things to other people, but what people did in
fourteenth-century Europe or do in twentieth-century America
in  the  name  of  Jesus  can’t  change  the  reality  of  the
incarnation,  crucifixion,  and  resurrection  of  Christ.  The
person making this argument may not like what Christians have
done, but this complaint has no logical force against the
truth of Christ. When people present arguments against the
faith,  we  need  to  discern  whether  what  they  say  is  both
factually true and logically sound. Often the objections we
hear are neither. Learning how to think logically ourselves
will enable us to spot fallacies in others’ thinking. Perhaps
pointing these out (in a gentle way, if possible) will cause
the person to rethink his or her position. At least it will
defuse the attack on our faith.



Answering The Charge of Elitism
I’ve been talking about the importance of logical thinking in
doing apologetics. Now I’d like to apply that in considering a
charge currently being made against Christians, especially on
college campuses.

In a video I recently saw, a young woman said the notion that
Christians have the only truth is “elitist.” She was saying
that since there are so many different beliefs in the world,
how can any one group of people claim to have the only truth?
She,  and  many  others  like  her,  consider  such  thinking
arrogant.

How can we respond to this charge? First, notice the name-
calling. We are charged with “elitism.” The real issue is
passed over in favor of a put-down. This is just another
example of how ideas and issues are dealt with in our society
these days. It is important, however, not to react in kind.
Too often in our society the battles over issues and ideas are
fought with name-calling and sloganeering. This is unbecoming
to Christians and unprofitable in apologetics and evangelism.
We need to deal with the ideas themselves.

Second,  Christians  can  acknowledge  that  non-Christians  can
know truth and that other religions can include some truth. If
they didn’t, they would find very few adherents. They fail,
though, on such fundamental issues as the identity of Jesus
and the way to be reconciled to God.

Third, notice the faulty logic in the argument. What does the
reality of many points of view have to do with the truth-value
of any of them? This is like saying: “Some men think they
should treat their wives with the same respect they desire;
some ignore their wives; others think it’s okay to beat them.
Who’s to say only one way can be right?” The structure of the
argument is the same, but it is obvious that the conclusion is
wrong. A critic might understandably question our assurance



that what we believe is the final truth given that there are
so  many  people  who  disagree.  But  it  is  faulty  logic  to
conclude that no beliefs can claim final truth simply because
there are so many of them. Fourth, since the criticism rests
upon the idea that two or more conflicting beliefs can be
true, we must challenge this assumption. It can be shown to be
incorrect by looking to everyday experience. If my wife says
it is raining outside but my son says it isn’t, do I take my
umbrella or not? It can’t be both raining and not raining at
the same time. Likewise, if one person says Jesus is the only
way to salvation and another says He isn’t, no more than one
of them can be correct.

Some people, of course, will challenge the notion that our
knowledge  of  God  is  like  knowing  whether  it  is  raining
outside.  God  is  not  a  part  of  nature;  He  is  “wholly
other.”This issue is much too involved to develop here. But I
believe  that  this  thinking  is  fundamentally  a  prejudice
against authoritative revelation. God has spoken, and He has
given us evidence in this world to confirm what He has said.

This challenge to Christianity and many others like it are not
easy to deal with. But if defending the faith means responding
to the challenges of our day, we must prepare ourselves, as
difficult as it may be. Otherwise, we can’t expect to be
heard.

The Case for Christianity Part 1
Earlier I wrote that one of the tasks of apologetics is to
present a case for the truth of the biblical message. Now I’d
like to present a few foundational considerations, and after
that we’ll look at how we might construct a case.

When Christians are called upon to present a case for the
faith, they are, in effect, being asked to offer proof that
Christianity  is  true.  What  evidences  or  arguments  can  be
marshaled to establish the truth of what we believe?



What we would like to do is make a case which no person of
reasonable intelligence can fail to accept. But the Bible
acknowledges the reality that many people will not believe no
matter how compelling the evidence. Remember the story in Luke
16 about the rich man who died and suffered torment? He begged
Abraham  to  send  Lazarus  back  from  the  dead  to  warn  his
brothers about what they also faced. Listen to the response.
Abraham  said,  “If  they  do  not  listen  to  Moses  and  the
Prophets, neither will they be persuaded if someone rises from
the dead.” A determined will can ignore the best of evidence.

Unless we are talking about proof in the mathematical sense,
we  need  to  note  that  proof  is  person-relative;  what  will
convince one person might not convince another. This doesn’t
mean,  however,  that  Christianity  only  becomes  true  when
someone is convinced. It’s true whether anyone believes it or
not.

In making a case for the faith we seek to present a sound
argument which will be persuasive for a particular listener.
On  the  one  hand,  this  consideration  frees  us  from  the
responsibility  of  having  an  argument  which  will  convince
everyone; on the other hand, it means that we must not depend
upon “one-size-fits-all” arguments.

Even if we’re able to deal adequately with the challenges of a
given individual, we need to also note what the real basis of
our belief is. A true knowledge of God is based upon divine
testimony  which  is  accepted  by  faith,  but  which  is  also
confirmed for us by evidences of various types. The testimony
of Scripture about such matters as the work of Christ on the
cross and justification by faith are things which can’t be
proved; they are accepted by faith.

We must also remember the nature of our message. Christianity
is not just a system of beliefs, but rather the message of the
One who is truth. This is an especially pertinent point today,
given the mentality of the younger generations. Today we’ve



lost the confidence in our ability to reason through the major
issues of life in a disinterested, scientific manner and come
to firm conclusions. Conceptual schemes that don’t touch us
where we really live hold little interest anymore. We need to
draw people to Jesus who is the answer to the major questions
of  life.  Christianity  is  living  truth,  and  it  should  be
preached and defended as such.

We  might  only  be  able  to  convince  the  non-believer  that
Christianity is plausible or believable. But that’s a good
start; often it takes many steps for a person to come to
faith. Our job is to provide a solid intellectual foundation
to make those steps sure.

The Case for Christianity Part 2
Now  we’ll  finish  our  discussion  by  outlining  a  way  of
presenting a case for Christianity. Note that this is just an
outline; it’ll be up to you to fill in the details.

Since God created the universe and is active in His creation,
there is no lack of evidence for the truth of Christianity.
When I use the word “evidence,” I’m using it in a broad way to
include not only factual evidence, but logical arguments and
human experience as well. Evidence is anything that can be
brought to bear on the truth-claims of Scripture.

As  we  present  evidence,  we  must  be  aware  that  the  false
presuppositions unbelievers hold about God, man, and the world
might skew their evaluation of the evidences. In fact, the
idea of encouraging people to evaluate Christianity makes some
people uneasy. Are we allowing sinful people to bring God to
the bar of judgment? No, we aren’t. We are simply recognizing
that, although the Bible never hints that anyone is justified
in rejecting its message, it does present witnesses to the
truth, typically through historical reminders and miracles.
Further, because unbelievers are made in God’s image and live
in God’s world, they have some understanding of the truth, and



we can appeal to that understanding.

We can divide the kinds of evidence at our disposal into three
categories: fact (or empirical evidence); reason (or logical
thinking); and experience (or human nature and the experience
of life).

These three kinds of evidence can be used two ways: evaluation
and explanation.

First, we can look for evidence in a given area which confirms
Scripture. This is the evaluation aspect of apologetics. So,
for example, we can ask, Are there observable facts which
affirm  what  Scripture  teaches?  Consider  history  and
archeology.  Are  the  teachings  of  Scripture  coherent  and
logically consistent? Yes, they are. Typically, people who say
there  are  contradictions  in  the  Bible  have  a  hard  time
remembering one. Is what the Bible says about human nature and
human experience true to what we know? Yes it is; we can
identify with biblical characters.

The second way we use evidences is to see if Christianity can
explain them. The following questions might clarify what I
mean. We can ask, Does the Christian worldview explain the
facts of nature? Yes, it does, for it says that Jesus created
and  sustains  the  universe.  Does  Christianity  provide  an
explanation for the reliability of human reason itself? Sure;
we are created in the image of God with intelligence. Does the
Bible explain human nature and experience? Yes, for it relates
that, while the image of God and common grace enable us to do
good to a certain extent, we are given to sin because of the
Fall.

In  this  essay  I’ve  tried  to  provide  some  foundational
principles for defending the faith. As we prepare to give an
answer to our society, it’s important that we learn to think
logically, that we respond to the questions of our day, that
we become familiar with the broad range of evidence at our



disposal, and that we consider the person or persons we are
addressing as we present our case. With this in mind, we
exhibit the truth of Jesus Christ in all its splendor, and, as
always, leave the results to God.

©1997 Probe Ministries.

False  Guilt  –  Refusing
Christ’s Atonement
Kerby Anderson provides an insightful look at the important
topic of false guilt. He helps us look at the sources of false
guilt, it’s consequences and the cure in Jesus Christ. If we
refuse  to fully accept Christ’s atonement we can be trapped
in false guilt, instead we should embrace His atonement and
accept what He did on the cross for us.

Introduction
Have you ever felt guilty? Of course you have, usually because
you were indeed guilty. But what about those times when you
have feelings of guilt even when you didn’t do anything wrong?
We would call this false guilt, and that is the subject of
this essay.

False guilt usually comes from an overactive conscience. It’s
that badgering pushing voice that runs you and your self-image
into the ground. It nags: “You call this acceptable? You think
this is enough? Look at all you’ve not yet done! Look at all
you have done that’s not acceptable! Get going!”

You probably know the feeling. You start the day feeling like
you are in a hole. You feel like you can never do enough. You
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have this overactive sense of duty and can never seem to rest.
One person said he “felt more like a human doing than a human
being.” Your behavior is driven by a sense of guilt. That is
what we will be talking about in these pages.

Much of the material for this discussion is taken from the
book entitled False Guilt by Steve Shores. His goal is to help
you determine if you (1) have an overactive conscience and (2)
are driven by false guilt. If these are problem areas for you,
he provides practical solutions so you can break the cycle of
false  guilt.  I  recommend  his  book  especially  if  you  can
recognize yourself in some of the material we cover in this
essay.

In his book, Steve Shores poses three sets of questions, each
with some explanation. An affirmative answer to any or all of
these questions may indicate that you struggle with false
guilt and an overactive conscience.

1. Do you ever feel like this: “Something is wrong with me.
There is some stain on me, or something badly flawed that I
can neither scrub out nor repair”? Does this feeling persist
even though you have become a Christian?

2. Is Thanksgiving sort of a difficult time of year for you?
Do  you  find  it  hard  to  muster  up  the  Norman  Rockwell
spirit–you know… Mom and Dad and grandparents and kids all
seated around mounds of food? Dad is carving the turkey with a
sure and gentle expression on his face, and everyone looks
so…well, so thankful? Do you find yourself, at any time of the
year, dutifully thanking or praising God without much passion?

3. How big is your dance floor? What I mean is, How much
freedom do you have? Do you feel confined by Christianity? To
you, is it mainly a set of restrictions? Is it primarily a
source of limits: don’t do this, and don’t do that? Does your
Christianity have more to do with walls than with windows? Is
it a place of narrowness or a place where light and air and



liberty pour in?

Usually a person driven by false guilt is afraid of freedom
because  in  every  act  of  freedom  is  the  possibility  of
offending someone. Offending someone is unacceptable. Other
people are seen as pipelines of approval. If they’re offended,
the pipeline shuts down.

False guilt, along with an overactive conscience, is a hard
master. As we turn now to look at the causes and the cures for
false  guilt,  we  hope  to  explain  how  to  break  down  the
confining walls and tiresome chains that may have kept you or
a loved one in bondage to false guilt.

The Source of False Guilt
Next, I would like to focus on the source of false guilt: an
overactive conscience. What is an overactive conscience? How
does  it  function?  Steve  Shores  says,  “The  mission  of  a
person’s overactive conscience is to attract the expectations
of others.”

Imagine  a  light  bulb  glowing  brightly  on  a  warm  summer’s
night. What do you see in your mind’s eye? Bugs. Bugs of every
variety are attracted to that light. The light bulb serves as
a  magnet  for  these  insects.  Imagine  that  light  is  an
overactive  conscience.  The  expectations  of  others  are  the
“bugs” that are attracted to the “light” of an overactive
conscience.

Now imagine a light bulb burning inside a screened porch. The
bugs are still attracted, but they bounce off the screen. The
overactive conscience has no screen. But it is more than that.
The overactive conscience doesn’t want a screen. The more
“bugs” the better. Why? Because the whole purpose is to meet
expectations  in  order  to  gain  approval  and  fill  up  the
emptiness of the soul. This is an overactive conscience, a
light bulb with lots of bugs and no screen.



A key to understanding the overactive conscience is the word
“active.” Someone with false guilt has a conscience that is
always  on  the  go.  False  guilt  makes  a  person  restless,
continually  looking  for  a  rule  to  be  kept,  a  scruple  to
observe, an expectation to be fulfilled, or a way to be an
asset to a person or a group.

The idea of being an asset is a crucial point. When I am an
asset, then I am a “good” person and life works pretty well.
When I fear I’ve let someone down, then I am a liability. My
life falls apart, and I will work hard to win my way back into
the favor of others.

So an overactive conscience is like a magnet for expectations.
These expectations come from oneself, parents (whether alive
or not), friends, bosses, peers, God, or distorted images of
God. False guilt makes the overactive conscience voracious for
expectations. False guilt is always looking for people to
please and rules to be kept.

An overactive conscience is also seeking to keep the “carrot”
of acceptance just out of reach. This “carrot” includes self-
acceptance and acceptance from others and from God. The guilt-
ridden conscience continually says, “Your efforts are not good
enough. You must keep trying because, even if your attempts
don’t measure up, the trying itself counts as something.”

For that reason, an overactive conscience is not happy at
rest. Though rest is the birthright of the Christian, relaxing
is just too dangerous, i.e., relaxing might bring down my
guard,  and  I  might  miss  signs  of  rejection.  Besides,
acceptance is conditional, and I must continually prove my
worthiness to others. I can never be a liability if I am to
expect acceptance to continue. It is hard to relax because I
must  be  ever  fearful  of  letting  someone  down  and  must
constantly  work  to  gain  acceptance.

In  summary,  a  person  with  false  guilt  and  an  overactive



conscience  spends  much  of  his  or  her  life  worn  out.
Unrelenting efforts to meet the expectations of others can
have some very negative consequences.

The Consequences of False Guilt
Now I would like to focus on the consequences of false guilt.
An overactive conscience can keep you in a state of constant
uncertainty. You never know if you measure up. You never know
if you have arrived or not. You are always on the alert.
According  to  Steve  Shores  there  are  a  number  of  major
consequences  of  false  guilt.

The first consequence he calls “striving without arriving.” In
essence,  there  is  no  hope  in  the  system  set  up  by  the
overactive conscience. You must always try harder, but you
never cross the finish line. You seem to merely go in circles.
Or perhaps it would be better to say you go in a spiral, as in
a downward spiral. Life is a perpetual treadmill. You work
hard and strive, but you never arrive. Life is hard work and
frustration with little or no satisfaction.

The second consequence is “constant vigilance.” The overactive
conscience  produces  constant  self-monitoring.  You  are
constantly asking if you are being an asset to other people
and to God. You are constantly evaluating and even doubting
your  performance.  And  you  never  allow  yourself  to  be  a
liability to the group or to any particular individual.

A  third  consequence  is  “taking  the  pack  mule  approach  to
life.” An overactive conscience involves a lifelong ordeal in
which you attempt to pass a demanding test and thus reveal
your worth. The test consists of accumulating enough evidences
of goodness to escape the accusation that you are worthless.
For the guilt-ridden person, this test involves taking on more
duties, more responsibilities, more roles. As the burdens pile
higher and higher, you become a beast of burden, a “pack mule”
who takes on more responsibility than is healthy or necessary.



Just as there is no forward progress (e.g., “striving without
arriving”),  so  there  is  also  an  ever-increasing  sense  of
burden. Each day demands a fresh validation of worthiness.
There is never a time when you can honestly say, “that’s
enough.”

Finally, the most devastating consequence of false guilt is
its effect not just on individuals but the body of Christ.
Christians  who  struggle  with  an  overactive  conscience  can
produce weak, hollow, compliant believers in the church. They
are long on conformity and short on passion and substance.
They  go  to  church  not  because  they  crave  fellowship,  but
because they want to display compliance. They study God’s word
not so much out of a desire to grow spiritually, but because
that is what good Christians are supposed to do. We do what we
do  in  order  to  “fit  in”  or  comply  with  the  rules  of
Christianity.

Steve Shores says that the central question of church becomes,
“Do I look and act enough like those around me to fit in and
be accepted?” Instead we should be asking, “Regardless of how
I  look  and  act,  am  I  passionately  worshiping  God,  deeply
thirsting for Him, and allowing Him to change my relationships
so that I love others in a way that reflects the disruptive
sacrifice of Christ?”

The Continuation of False Guilt
Next, I would like to talk about why people continue to feel
false guilt even though they know they are forgiven. After
all, if Christ paid the penalty for our sins, why do some
Christians still have an overactive conscience and continue to
feel  guilt  so  acutely?  Part  of  the  compulsion  comes  from
feeling the noose of false guilt tighten around our necks so
that  we  panic  and  fail  to  think  rationally  about  our
situation.

Steve Shores uses the example of a death-row inmate who has



just learned of an eleventh-hour stay of execution. He has
just been pardoned, but his body and emotions don’t feel like
it. He has been “sitting in the electric chair, sweaty-palmed
and nauseated, when the wall phone rings with the news of the
reprieve.” He may feel relief, but the feeling of relief is
not total. He is only off the hook for awhile. He will still
return to his cell.

The person with a overactive conscience lives in that death-
row cell. The reprieve comes from responding to that guilt-
driven voice in his conscience. For Bill it manifested itself
in a compulsive need to serve others. If he were asked to
teach AWANA or to teach a Sunday school class, he would have
great difficulty saying “No.” He had to say “Yes” or else he
would feel the noose of false guilt tighten around his neck.

Bill’s comments were sad but illuminating. He said: “I felt as
though  not  teaching  the  class  would  confirm  that  I  am  a
liability. The disappointment…would inflict shame I felt as a
boy. Disappointing others always meant that there would be
some sort of trial to decide whether I really belonged in the
family.”

He went on to tell of the time he made a “C” on his report
card (the rest of the grades were “A’s” and “B’s”). His father
lectured him unmercifully. At one point, his father declared
that “it was Communist to bring home such a bad grade.” Bill
didn’t know what a Communist was or what Communism had to do
with bad grades. But he did understand that if he didn’t bring
home good grades he was unworthy.

Bill even remembered the six agonizing weeks until the next
report card. When it arrived he received five “A’s” and one
“B.” What was his father’s response? Was it delight? Was it an
apology for his previous comments? Not at all. His father
merely  said,  “That’s  more  like  it.”  The  reprieve  was
halfhearted  and  temporary.



In essence, false guilt is a stern warden that may give a
temporary reprieve but is always ready to call upon you to
prove your worthiness once again. We may know that Christ died
for our sins. We may know that our sins are forgiven. We may
know that we have value and dignity because we are created in
God’s image. But we may feel unworthy and feel as if we must
prove ourselves at a moment’s notice.

The key, as we will see in the next section, is to embrace
Christ’s atonement rather than our own. We must not only know
that we are forgiven through Jesus Christ, but act upon that
reality so that we live a life through grace rather than
legalism.

A Cure for False Guilt
Finally, I would like to conclude by talking about Christ’s
atonement for us. If we are to break the chain of false guilt,
then we must embrace Christ’s atonement rather than our own.
Although that statement may seem obvious, it is difficult for
someone  with  an  overactive  conscience  to  truly  embrace
emotionally. For such a person, perfection is the means of
achieving salvation. If I can be perfect, then I will no
longer feel shame, and I will no longer feel guilt. This is
the personal atonement that someone with false guilt often is
seeking.

The Bible clearly teaches that Christ’s atonement was for our
sins. Sin is “any attitude, belief, or action that constitutes
rebellion  against  or  transgression  of  God’s  character.”
Clearly sinful man is incapable of making restitution because
our best works are as filthy rags before a holy and omnipotent
God (Isaiah 64:6). Our atonement must be made by someone with
clean hands and a sinless life. Christ, of course, fulfilled
that requirement and died in our place for our sins.

Nevertheless, someone with false guilt seeks a form of self-
atonement.  Why?  Well,  there  are  at  least  two  reasons:



indiscriminate shame and doubt about the character of God. The
first is indiscriminate shame. We should feel guilty and we
should feel shame for sinful behavior. The problem comes when
we feel guilt and shame even when a sinful action or attitude
is  not  present.  Steve  Shores  believes  that  the  “weeds  of
shame” can begin to sprout even when we have a legitimate
need. We then tend to use the machete of false guilt to trim
these weeds back. We say, “If I can do enough things right, I
can control this and no one will know how bad and weak I am.”
This performance-oriented lifestyle is a way of hacking at the
weeds that grow in the soil of illegitimate shame.

The second reason for false guilt is a stubborn propensity to
doubt the character of God. Many Christian psychologists and
counselors have argued that the reason we may question our
Heavenly Father’s character is because we question our earthly
father’s character. And for those who have been abused or
neglected by their fathers, this is an adequate explanation.
But we even see in the Garden of Eden, Adam and Eve doubting
God and they did not even have earthly fathers. So I believe
it is more accurate to say that our sin nature (not our family
of origin) has a lot to do with our tendency to doubt God’s
character.

This is manifested by two tendencies: blaming and hiding. When
we feel false guilt, we tend to want to blame others or blame
ourselves. If we blame others, we manifest a critical spirit.
If we blame ourselves, we feel unworthy and don’t want others
to see us as we are and we hide emotionally from others. The
solution is for us to embrace Christ’s atonement and accept
what He did on the cross for us. Christ died once for all
(Romans 6:10) that we might have everlasting life and freedom
from guilt and the bondage to sin.

©1996 Probe Ministries.



Embraced  by  the  Light  of
Deception  –  A  Christian
Critique
Former Probe staffer Russ Wise shows that Betty Eadie’s best-
selling  book  Embraced  by  the  Light  is  a  combination  of
biblical images and spiritual deception.

The Popularity of Betty Eadie’s Book
A growing number of Christians are embracing the light of
Betty Eadie, the author of Embraced by the Light. Ms. Eadie’s
book,  along  with  several  other  new-age  bestsellers,  are
influencing the Christian church in a negative way.

The bestseller, Embraced by the Light, is one that needs to be
dealt with. It has been on the New York Times Bestseller List
for over a year now and has sold more than two million copies
thus far.

Betty Eadie is a woman on a mission and her mission is to
introduce the “Jesus” she met in her near-death experience to
as many people as she can. She has been on a variety of
national television programs and hundreds of local programs.
According to her publicist she has spoken in a significant
number of churches, and Christians make up a large portion of
those who purchase the book. That is scary.

Ms. Eadie has become somewhat of a guru for many. When she was
in Dallas in February, 1994, the Dallas Morning News carried a
lead  story  expressing  the  adoration  of  her  new-found
followers. One woman said that Ms. Eadie gave her a kind of
inner peace and that without it she would have lost her mind.
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Another woman said that she cried all the way through the book
the first time she read it. A man said that the book validated
a lot of things he had believed and that he now looks at
things differently.

According  to  the  Dallas  Morning  News  article  the  book’s
greatest appeal “stems from the description of eternal life, a
comforting notion for people who have survived a loved one or
for those pondering their own fate.”

The popularity of Betty Eadie and her book Embraced by the
Light in Christians’ lives raises some important questions for
us to ask ourselves. Why is her message so readily accepted by
Christians? How has the church failed in its mission, thereby
creating an atmosphere where such heresy could flourish?

Ms. Eadie says that she was shown in the spirit world that we
were with God in the beginning and that we helped him to
create the earth. She tells us that Eve’s “initiative” made it
possible for mankind to have children, that sin is not our
true nature, and that we are inherently divine.

She continues by saying that we are all God’s children and
that we are here on earth to learn the lessons we need for our
own spiritual evolution. Our key lesson is to remember our
divinity and return to heaven. Eadie embraces the idea that
all religions and faiths are equal in God’s sight and that
they are essential in our development. Likewise, spirits from
the other side will also help us learn the lessons of life and
aid in our progress.

Ms. Eadie says that death is a spiritual “rebirth” as we
simply make a “transition” to another state of being. There
will be no judgement day and we will judge ourselves regarding
our spiritual evolution.



Mormonism and Magic
She also teaches that we choose the illnesses that we would
suffer and that some would choose the illness that would end
their lives. She further teaches that hell is not forever and
that because of “love,” in the end, all will be saved.

Before  we  can  fully  understand  Ms.  Eadie’s  worldview  and
theology it is important for us to recognize that she is a
Mormon and has been exposed to new age paganism. She has, in
fact, been a member in good standing of the Mormon Church for
the past fifteen years or more.

Betty  Eadie’s  background  is  a  mixture  of  native  American
Indian spirituality, Catholicism, and Mormonism. Her mother
was a full- blooded Sioux Indian and as a young child Betty
attended a Catholic boarding school.

This spiritual syncretism helps us recognize the source of her
close encounter with “the Light.” As we take a closer look at
her new-found belief system we are able to not only see Mormon
ideas but beliefs that are found in the occult.

On page 57 of her book Betty tells the reader, “within our
universe are both positive and negative energies, and both
types of energies are essential to creation and growth. These
energies have intelligence—they do our will. They are willing
servants.”

You may remember “The Force” of Star Wars and its “light” and
“dark” side. The Force was both “good” and “evil.” One simply
chose which side of “The Force” one wanted to utilize for his
evolutionary  development.  There  was  no  “right”  or  “wrong”
choice; it was a matter of personal preference.

The Force is similar to “magic.” In the occult world magic has
a “good” side and an “evil” side. It is also considered to
have a “light” side and a “dark” side.



Magic is an attempt by man to gain equality with God. To
become a part of the creative process. God spoke the universe
into existence by His word. The magician, sorcerer, or witch
attempts to speak things into existence by words based on
their occult knowledge.

The Christian desires to obey the will of God, not to force
God  to  do  his  bidding.  This  is  the  essential  difference
between occult practice, magic, and Christianity.

Another example of Ms. Eadie’s new age belief is the account
of  her  being  in  a  garden  while  she  had  her  out-of-body
experience (OBE). She saw a rose and was struck by its beauty
and as she looked at it she felt that she had become “one”
with it. She states on page 81 of her book, “I felt God in the
plant, in me, his love pouring into us. We were all one!”

“At-one-ment” or the interconnectedness of all things is a
primary tenet of new age thought and philosophy. Betty Eadie,
through her OBE, experienced the greatest deception Lucifer
plays on humanity—that we are a part of the divine, that we
are indeed deity. The idea that we are divine beings opens our
understanding that we have all that we need “within” us to
progress toward our full potential as a god or goddess.

Our “looking” or “going” within is an attempt to discover our
inner allies and gain “deep” learning so we further evolve
mentally  and  spiritually.  These  allies  or  inner  teachers,
helpers, or guides are available to all of us, according to
the new age mystics.

This inner teacher is also known as the “Higher Self” or the
“True Self” and is in constant battle with our cognitive or
conscious self. The focus of knowledge is transferred from the
objective and cognitive to the subjective and intuitive or
experiential. It is my contention that the greatest danger
Betty Eadie represents for the Christian is that Truth is
based on or in experience rather than the Word of God.



Betty Eadie’s View of Jesus
Ms. Eadie believes that the “Jesus” she met during her OBE was
the “real” word of God and not a book that has been corrupted
over  the  millennia.  Perhaps  some  of  the  most  disturbing
aspects of her book is what is left out rather than the
deception within.

Betty Eadie never mentions the crucifixion or the atonement
for  sin.  In  her  worldview  they  simply  are  not  needed.
According to her belief we are at-one with God. Likewise, she
never mentions the cross of Christ; evidently her “Jesus” is
too positive to mention something as negative as the cross or
the need of redemption.

There is no mention of evil or victory over sin. There is no
resurrection.  Ms.  Eadie  is  almost  evangelistic  in  her
declaration that “all religions upon the earth are necessary
because there are people who need what they teach. People in
one religion may not have a complete understanding of the
Lord’s gospel and never will have while in that religion.”
(see Gal. 1:8 and 2 Cor. 11:13 along with Matt. 24:24)

Eadie continues by saying “as an individual raises his level
of understanding about God and his own eternal progress, he
might feel disconnected with the teachings of his present
church and seek a different philosophy or religion to fill
that void. When this occurs he has reached another level of
understanding and will long for further truth and knowledge.”

She says, “Having received this knowledge, I knew that we have
no right to criticize any church or religion in any way. They
are all precious and important in his sight.”

Another concern of Ms. Eadie’s is her unbiblical teaching
regarding the person of Jesus. On page 44 of her book Ms.
Eadie  recounts  her  meeting  the  Jesus  of  her  out-of-body-
experience:



I understood that he was the Son of God, though he himself
was also a God, and that he had chosen from before the
creation of the world to be our Savior.

Ms.  Eadie’s  statement  regarding  the  person  of  Jesus  is
legitimate with the exception of one word that causes us to
think of how the Jehovah Witnesses translate John 1:1. The
article “a” becomes very important when it precedes “God.”
However, for Ms. Eadie the use of the article “a” indicates
that she views Jesus as another distinct deity rather than the
second person of a triune god—thereby exposing her Mormon
understanding of the trinity. The Mormons believe in three
separate beings who are each divine rather than three persons
comprising one God as the Bible indicates.

The  Bible  is  explicit  in  its  affirmation  of  the  Trinity.
Deuteronomy  6:4  is  clear  in  its  declaration  of  one  God.
Elsewhere in Scripture we see God the Father (Matthew 6:9),
God the Son (John 1:1), and God the Holy Spirit (Acts 5:3-4)
as three distinct Persons who are equal in every aspect of
their being.

In John 10:30 Jesus says that He is one with the Father,
thereby leaving no doubt of their oneness regarding their
essence and that they are not two separate beings or gods as
Ms. Eadie would have us believe. Ms. Eadie refers to “the
Spirit of God,” although she does not mention the Holy Spirit
as  the  third  Person  of  the  Trinity  by  name.  The  Bible,
likewise, is clear regarding the stature of the Holy Spirit.
In John 14:26 the Holy Spirit is seen as the enabler in
helping God’s people understand divine truth.

Betty Eadie’s view of Jesus comes into focus once Biblical
light is shed upon it. It becomes perfectly clear that she
does not hold a trinitarian view of God.



Deception of New Age Religion
The unsettling message that Betty Eadie offers in her book is
that we are not sinners needing redemption, but that we are
spiritual beings who have lost our way. We have forgotten our
divinity. Spiritual growth is a progressive process toward
self-realization and at-one-ment.

The new-age worldview of Betty Eadie is evident:

• All is One
• All is God
• Man is God
• All is changing
• Man is changing
• All is relative
• Self is the Judge
• The gospel is unnecessary

Ms. Eadie sounds like Shirley MacLaine, the popular new age
entertainer and author, when she says that her prior existence
“had  been  purposely  blocked  from  me  by  a  ‘veil’  of
forgetfulness at my birth.” Ms. MacLaine had previously made
the same statement in her popular book Out on a Limb.

In other words, we were with our heavenly Father in the spirit
world  and  eventually  came  to  the  point  where  we  were
spiritually dry and realized that the only way to get beyond
our dryness was to jump start our spirituality. Thereby, we
chose to leave our heavenly home and incarnate on this earth
where  we  might  further  develop  our  spiritual  essence  and
advance our possibilities in the spirit world.

Ms. Eadie states that prior to our leaving our spiritual home
and incarnating in this world we perfected a plan for growth
before we took on this physical shell. She says on page 47 of
her book that “the Father explained that coming to earth for a
time would further our spiritual growth. Each spirit who was



to come to earth assisted in planning the conditions on earth,
including the laws of mortality which would govern us.”

In the spirit world Ms. Eadie was told “that we had all
desired to come here, that we had actually chosen many of our
weaknesses and difficult situations in our lives so that we
could grow.” She continues by saying, “to my surprise I saw
that most of us had selected the illnesses we would suffer,
and for some, the illness that would end our lives . . . we
were very willing, even anxious, as spirits to accept all of
our ailments, illnesses, and accidents here to help better
ourselves spiritually.”

According to Betty Eadie we are basically good. On page 49 of
her book Ms. Eadie says “that sin is not our true nature.
Spiritually,  we  are  at  various  degrees  of  light—which  is
knowledge—and because of our divine spiritual nature we are
filled with the desire to do good.” She continues by saying
“that there is a vital, dynamic link between the spirit world
and mortality, and that we need the spirits on the other side
for our progression.”

In  the  above  statement  Ms.  Eadie  is  allowing  her  god’s
eclectic worldview show. The idea that man is basically “good”
is commonly held in the field of humanistic psychology rather
than in Christian Scripture. The Bible indicates that man is
in need of redemption and forgiveness. Her belief that we, in
the mortal world, are in need of the spirits from the other
side to aid us in our spiritual progression is taken directly
from  her  Mormon  background.  We  find  this  teaching  in  the
Doctrine and Covenants (128:15), one of the Standard Works of
the Mormon Church.

The Biblical indication is that in the last days many will be
deceived. The gospel writer of Matthew seems to agree. Not
only will unbelievers be deceived but also those who have
trusted Jesus for their salvation may be equally deceived. The
Scripture says, “For false christs and false prophets will



arise and show great signs and wonders, so as to deceive, if
possible, even the elect.” (Matthew 24:36) The problem that
many have in our day is that they seek “signs” and “wonders”
rather than Jesus. Experience has become their teacher rather
than the Word. Our response is simply, Jesus—the only begotten
Son of God. There is salvation in no other. Our hope is not in
our experiences, but in a person.

Testing the Book by The Bible
Betty Eadie exposes more of her Mormon worldview with her
belief in a pre-mortal existence. When Ms. Eadie first speaks
of “Jesus” in her book she said “I knew that I had known him
from the beginning, from long before my earth life, because my
spirit remembered him.” Another example of her “new found”
belief in a pre-existence was when “Jesus” allowed her to
recall her feelings when creation occurred. She says that “all
people as spirits in the pre-mortal world took part in the
creation of the earth.”

Ms. Eadie offers another example. She relates an experience
during her heavenly visitation where she “traveled to many
other worlds—earths like our own but more glorious, and always
filled  with  loving,  intelligent  people.”  She  continues  by
saying, “I knew that I had been to these places before.” She
had an experience that she could not deny.

Some have said that a man with an argument is always at the
mercy of a man with an experience. A growing problem in our
society is the willingness to accept one’s experience over the
protestation of the facts. As Christians we need to be careful
that we do not fall into this trap. Our responsibility is to
consider  the  Word  of  God  and  allow  it  to  validate  the
experience or not. We must be extremely careful not to allow
our or anyone else’s experience to mold our belief system.

Another example of Ms. Eadie’s pre-mortal experience was an
encounter with those in the spirit world. She said, “I saw



again the spirits who had not yet come to earth, and I saw
some of them hovering over people in mortality. I saw one male
spirit  trying  to  get  a  mortal  man  and  woman  together  on
earth—his future parents.” (I had a brief moment of deja vu
and thought of Marty McFly in Back to the Future).

A  growing  number  of  Christians  are  accepting  Ms.  Eadie’s
account of the after-life, and the church is allowing her
beliefs to take root by their lack of biblical teaching. The
Bible  is  very  clear  regarding  the  individual’s  moment  of
existence (Psalm 139:13-16). Nowhere in Scripture does our
Lord offer a possibility that we pre-existed with Him in the
spirit world. The burden of proof is on the one with the
experience and not the objective Word of God.

What  can  we  learn  from  Betty  Eadie  and  her  near-death
experience? First and foremost is that near-death experiences
tend to alter one’s worldview. Raymond Moody in his book The
Light Beyond offers evidence for such a concern. He states
that those who experience a near-death episode

…emerge with an appreciation of religion that is different
from the narrowly defined one established by most churches.
They come to realize through this experience that religion
is not a matter of one ‘right’ group versus several ‘wrong’
groups. People who undergo an NDE come out of it saying that
religion concerns your ability to love—not doctrine and
denominations. In short, they think that God is a much more
magnanimous being than they previously thought, and that
denominations don’t count.

This idea, that doctrine is of no importance but we should
only be concerned about love, is parallel to the teachings
found in the New Age worldview. Ms. Eadie is in agreement with
Dr. Moody’s statement that “love” is our ultimate goal and
that religion is simply a vehicle to get us to the party. It
makes little or no difference whether we get there in a Ford
or a Chevrolet. As warm and cozy as this idea sounds, it does



not take into account the words of our Lord in John 14:6: “I
am the way, the truth, and the life. No one comes to the
Father except through Me.” Jesus was very clear that He wasn’t
offering one of many ways, but that He was The Way and The
Truth. He was very confident that salvation was found in no
other.

©1995 Probe Ministries.

Jesus’  Claims  to  be  God  –
Yes, Jesus Said He is God
Sue Bohlin answers the question about Jesus claims to be God
by reviewing the major scripture passages where Jesus did so.
This study clearly shows that Jesus was God and openly claimed
to be so. Bottom line: Jesus clearly communicated that He and
the Father are one and are God.

[Note:  The  following  essay  was  written  in  response  to  a
friend’s request: “Can you tell me where in the Bible Jesus
claimed to be God?”]

This article is not an exhaustive list of Christ’s claims to
be God, but it does cover the major ones. I suggest you read
this  with  a  Bible  open,  as  I  have  not  posted  all  the
scriptures listed.

1. Mark 2:1-12–Jesus heals a paralytic. He had authority to
forgive sins, which is something only God Himself can do.
Then, to authenticate His claim, He demonstrated His power by
healing the paralytic.

2. The miracles Jesus performed are a very strong indication
of  His  divinity  (because  no  mere  human  can  work  actual
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miracles by his own power). Jesus referred to the miracles in
John 10:24-39 as proof that he was telling the truth. This
passage is Christ’s own response to the unbelieving Jews’
charge of blasphemy (dishonoring God by claiming to be God).
Incidentally, this section also includes a beautiful promise
that once you are saved/born again/become a Christian, you can
never lose your salvation. Verses 28-29 say we will “never
perish; no one can snatch them out of My hand. My Father, who
has given them to me, is greater than all; no one can snatch
them out of my Father’s hand. I and the Father are one.” (Here
is another strong statement that He is God.) We can have the
assurance of eternal security because we didn’t earn salvation
in the first place; it is a free gift (Ephesians 2:8,9).

3. During Christ’s trial, the chief priests asked Him point
blank, “Tell us if you are the Christ, the Son of God.” And He
said,

• “I am.” (Mark 14:60-62)
• “Yes, it is as you say.” (Matthew 26: 63-65)
• “You are right in saying I am.” (Luke 22:67-70)

These  are  all  ways  of  saying  the  same  thing,  written  by
different authors.

In John’s gospel, he recounts Jesus’ interview with Pontius
Pilate (John 18:33-37). Pilate wanted to know if He were the
King of the Jews. Jesus then talked about how His kingdom was
not of this world. Pilate said, “You are a king, then!” Jesus
answered, “You are right in saying I am a king…” The truth is,
he is King of the whole universe.

4. Jesus says in John 10:11-18 that he is the Good Shepherd.
When you read this passage along with Ezekiel 34:1-16, you can
see  that  Jesus  was  identifying  Himself  with  God,  who
pronounced Himself Shepherd over Israel. The Jewish people,
being an agrarian and shepherding society, knew and dearly
loved this section of the Old Testament because God was using



a metaphor they lived every day. So when Jesus said, “I am the
Good  Shepherd,”  and  that  whole  John  passage  so  clearly
parallels the Ezekiel passage, there was no doubt that He was
claiming to be God.

5. John 4:25-26. This is where the Samaritan woman, whom Jesus
went to meet at the well, gets into a discussion of “living
water”  with  Jesus.  He  pinpoints  her  sinful  lifestyle
(knowledge He would not have had as a mere human passerby),
then He admits that He is the long-awaited Messiah: “I who
speak to you am He.”

6. John 5:1-18. Jesus heals a lame man on the Sabbath, which
the unbelieving Jews gave Him a hard time about. His answer
was, “My Father is always at His work to this very day, and I
too am working.” It was a well-known Jewish line of thought
that, although God rested on the seventh day after Creation
week, He continued to “work” in being loving, compassionate,
and just, as well as keeping the earth producing, keeping the
sun moving, etc. In other words, although the creating had
stopped, the maintenance went on—even on the Sabbath, and that
was the only “work” allowed on that day. So Jesus is putting
Himself on the same level as his Father in working on the
Sabbath.  And  by  calling  God  “My  Father”  (instead  of  “Our
Father”), He was claiming an intimate relationship with God
that far exceeded anyone else’s. So in these two ways, He was
making Himself equal with God.

7. John 16:28. “I came from the Father and entered the world;
now I am leaving the world and going back to the Father.” What
Christ is saying here is that He existed along with the Father
before being born. He “entered the world” by wrapping Himself
in human flesh and being born as a baby. He grew up, fulfilled
His mission/ministry, was crucified and raised from the dead
(all part of the “mission”) and then left the world to go back
to the Father in heaven, where He is now seated at the right
hand of God (the place of honor). He is the only person who
ever existed before conception. That Christ was in a “pre-



incarnate state” means that He is God.

8. (This is many people’s favorite argument for the deity of
Christ, including mine.)

First, turn to Exodus 3, where Moses encounters God in the
burning bush. God tells Moses that he is the one He has chosen
to  lead  the  Israelites  out  of  Egypt.  Moses  says  to  God,
“Suppose I go to the Israelites and say to them, ‘The God of
your fathers has sent me to you,’ and they ask me ‘What is His
name?’ Then what shall I tell them?” God replies to Moses, “I
AM WHO I AM. This is what you are to say to the Israelites: ‘I
AM has sent me to you.'” God has said that His own name, His
personal name, is “I AM.”

Now…

a) Turn to John 8:56-58. Jesus is talking to the unbelieving
Jews. “Your father Abraham rejoiced at the thought of seeing
My day; he saw it and was glad.” “You are not yet 50 years
old,” they said to Him, “and you have seen Abraham?” “I tell
you the truth,” Jesus announced, “before Abraham was, I AM!”
Jesus was the great I AM from before the beginning of time; He
existed before Abraham ever was. He is claiming here to be the
I AM of the Old Testament. Verse 59 says the Jews picked up
stones to stone Him, but the Lord Jesus slipped away. The
reason they wanted to stone Him was because stoning was the
death  penalty  for  blasphemy.  He  was  claiming  to  be
Yahweh—Jehovah—Almighty  God—I  AM.  (Of  course,  it  wasn’t
blasphemy when Christ claimed to be who He truly was!)

b) John 8:24. “I told you that you would die in your sins; if
you do not believe that I AM, you will indeed die in your
sins.” In your Bible, it may read “if you do not believe that
I am the one I claim to be….” The extra words are supplied by
the  editors;  they’re  not  in  the  original  text.  If  you’re
familiar with Exodus 3 you don’t need the extra words for it
to make grammatical sense. The Lord Jesus is again claiming to



be God.

c) John 18:4. In the Garden of Gethsemane, Judas and some
priests and soldiers are about to take Jesus prisoner. “Jesus,
knowing all that was going to happen to Him, went out and
asked them, ‘Who is it that you want?’ ‘Jesus of Nazareth,’
they replied. ‘I AM,’ Jesus said. When He said, ‘I AM,’ they
drew back and fell to the ground.” (Again, in your Bible the
editors may have supplied “I am [he]” to make it grammatically
correct. The Greek just says, “I AM.”)

The force of Jesus’ claim to be Yahweh (I AM) was so powerful
that  it  literally  knocked  the  arresting  officers  and  the
Jewish priests off their feet!

The above points are by no means exhaustive, and are given to
contribute to the reader’s understanding that Jesus Christ is
Lord because He is God. In this vein, I would like to close
with one of the most powerful quotes ever written on the
subject,  by  noted  author  C.S.  Lewis  in  his  classic,  Mere
Christianity:

I am trying here to prevent anyone saying the really foolish
thing that people often say about Him: “I’m ready to accept
Jesus as a great moral teacher, but I don’t accept his claim
to be God.” That is the one thing we must not say. A man who
was merely a man and said the sort of things Jesus said
would not be a great moral teacher. He would either be a
lunatic—on a level with the man who says he is a poached
egg—or else he would be the Devil of Hell. You must make
your choice. Either this man was, and is, the Son of God; or
else a madman or something worse. You can shut Him up for a
fool, you can spit at Him and kill Him as a demon, or you
can fall at His feet and call Him Lord and God. But let us
not come away with any patronizing nonsense about His being
a great human teacher. He has not left that open to us. He
did not intend to.
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Who’s Got the Body?
Rusty Wright and Linda Raney Wright provide a short documented
examination of evidences for Jesus’ resurrection.

 This article is also available in Spanish.

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 Christians have lived and died for
a hoax.

If, however, He did rise, then He is still alive and can act
now to straighten out our chaotic world. Facts always speak
louder  than  opinions.  Let’s  take  a  look  at  some  of  the
historical evidence for the resurrection and see where the
facts lead.

One preliminary consideration: countless scholars–among them,
the apostle Paul, St. Augustine, Sir Isaac Newton and C. S.
Lewis–believed  in  the  resurrection.  We  need  not  fear
committing  intellectual  suicide  by  accepting  it  also.

Paul wrote that “Christ died for our sins, He was buried, He
was raised on the third day. He appeared to Cephas, then to
the twelve. After that, He appeared to more than five hundred
brethren at one time, most of whom remain until now. {1}

Consider also these four pieces of evidence:

1. The Explosive Growth of the Christian
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Church
Within a few weeks after the crucifixion a movement arose
which,  by  the  later  admission  of  its  enemies,  “upset  the
world.” {2} Something happened to ignite this movement a very
short time after its leader had been executed. What was it?

2. The Changed Lives of the Disciples
After Jesus’ arrest and crucifixion, most of the disciples
were  frightened.  Peter,  for  instance,  denied  Christ  three
times (twice to two servant girls!) Yet 10 out of the 11
disciples were martyred for their faith. Peter was crucified
upside down; Thomas was skewered; John was boiled in oil but
survived. Something had happened to revolutionize these men’s
lives. Each believed he had seen the risen Christ.

3. The Empty Tomb
Jesus’  dead  body  was  removed  from  the  cross,  wrapped  in
graveclothes like a mummy, covered with 100 pounds of aromatic
spices and placed in a tomb.{3} The tomb had been hewn out of
rock{4}  and  apparently  contained  only  one  cavern.{5}  An
extremely large stone{6} was rolled into a slightly depressed
groove at the tomb’s entrance.{7} Some have conservatively
estimated the weight of the stone at one-and-a-half to two
tons.

A crack “Green Beret” unit of Roman soldiers was placed out
front to guard the grave.{8} The military discipline of the
Romans was so strict that severe corporal and often capital
punishment awaited the soldier who left his post or failed in
his duty.{9} Sunday morning, the stone was found rolled away,
the  body  was  gone,  but  the  graveclothes  were  still  in
place.{10}  What  happened?

Some say that Christ’s friends stole the body. This means that
either one of the women sweet-talked the guards while the



other two moved the stone and tip-toed off with the body, or
else guys like Peter (remember how brave he was) and Thomas
(how easily convinced he was) overpowered the guards, stole
the body, and fabricated a myth.

These  theories  hardly  seem  plausible.  The  guard  was  too
powerful, the stone too heavy, and the disciples, not yet
experiencing the power of the Holy Spirit were too spinelesss
to attempt such a feat.

Others say that Christ’s enemies stole the body. Yet if the
Romans  or  Jews  had  the  body,  they  would  have  exposed  it
publicly and Christianity would have died out. They didn’t and
it didn’t.

Then there is the “swoon theory,” that Christ 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. Then,
according to this theory, He burst from the 100 pounds of
graveclothes,  rolled  away  the  stone  with  His  nail-pierced
hands, scared the daylights out of the Roman soldiers, walked
miles on wounded feet, and convinced His disciples that He’d
been raised from the dead. This one is harder to believe than
the resurrection itself.

In other words, if Jesus was put to death, who’s got the body?
All that we do have is an empty tomb.

4. The Appearances of the Risen Christ
For 40 days after His death, Christ was reported to be seen
alive on earth. Some say these were hallucinations, but do the
accounts show that?

Only  certain  high-strung  and  imaginative  types  of  people
usually have such psychic experiences. Yet a woman, a stubborn
tax collector, several fisherman and more than 500 people at
one  time  claimed  they  saw  Him.  Hallucinations  are  very



individualistic–contrasting with the fact that over 500 people
saw the same thing at the same time and place.

Two  other  facts  undermine  the  hallucination  idea.  Such
imaginations are usually of expected events, yet the disciples
had lost hope after the crucifixion. Also, psychic phenomena
usually occur in cycles, but the appearances came in no set
patttern.{11}

Attempts to explain away the appearances run into a brick wall
of facts. The facts point to one conclusion: Christ is risen.

The above does not constitute an exhaustive proof, but rather
a reasoned examination of the evidence. We must each consider
and evaluate the evidence ourselves to determine the truth of
the resurrection claim. (Of course, the truth or falsity of
the resurrection is a matter of historical fact and is not
dependent on any individual’s belief.)

If the facts support the claim, then we can conclude that He
arose. In any case, a mere intellectual assent to the facts
does nothing for one’s life.

A major evidence comes experientially, in personally receiving
Christ as Savior and Lord. Jesus said, “Behold I stand at the
door and knock; if any one hears My voice and opens the door,
I will come in to him.”{12}

Care to give Him a try?
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A Short Story
There was once a rich man, who dressed in purple and the
finest linen, and feasted in great magnificence every day. At
his gate, covered with sores, lay a poor man named Lazarus,
who would have been glad to satisfy his hunger with the scraps
from the rich man’s table. Even the dogs used to come and lick
his sores.
One day the poor man died and was carried away by the angels
to be with Abraham. The rich man also died and was buried, and
in Hades, where he was in torment; he looked up, and there,
far away, was Abraham with Lazarus close beside him.

“Abraham, my father,” he called out, “take pity on me! Send
Lazarus to dip the tip of his finger in water, to cool my
tongue, for I am in agony in this fire.” But Abraham said,



“Remember, my child, that all the good things fell to you
while you were alive, and all the bad to Lazarus; now he has
his consolation here and it is you who are in agony. But that
is not all: there is a great chasm fixed between us; no one
from our side who wants to reach you can cross it, and none
may pass from your side to us.”

“Then, father,” he replied, “will you send him to my father’s
house, where I have five brothers, to warn them, so that they
too may not come to this place of torment?” But Abraham said,
“They have Moses and the prophets; let them listen to them.”
“No, father Abraham,” he replied, “but if someone from the
dead visits them, they will repent.” Abraham answered, “If
they do not listen to Moses and the prophets they will pay no
heed  even  if  someone  should  rise  from  the  dead.”  (Luke
16:19-31, New English Bible)

©1976 Rusty Wright and Linda Raney. Used by permission. All
rights reserved.

Jesus:  The  Divine  Xerox  –
Reasons to Believe
Probe’s founder Jimmy Williams provides a compelling set of
reasons to believe that Jesus is in fact the Son of God.  By
asking questions one would expect of God on this earth, we see
that Jesus is the only one who fulfills them all. Jesus’
characteristics are His own apologetic.

You know, today when you walk across the campus and begin to
talk about the New Testament, the claims of Christ, and how He
is relevant to high school or college life, often you get this
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expression of amazement, as if you have committed intellectual
suicide, because you actually believe His claims. Some tell us
that becoming a Christian involves a blind leap with little or
no evidence to support it. In fact, the blinder the leap and
the more lacking the evidence, the more noble the faith. It is
certainly true that any philosophy or belief cannot be proved;
I would not try and insult anyone’s intellect by saying I
could prove to him that Jesus Christ is God. However, I think
when we look into the history of this unique person, we see
some things that have to grasp the mind of any thinking man
and impress upon him the strong consideration that Jesus may
be who He claimed to be…namely, God incarnate in human flesh.

Now whatever we may say about Jesus Christ, most everyone
would agree that in the person of Christ we view one of the
most unique personalities of all the centuries—whether He is
God  or  not.  The  unbeliever,  atheist,  Moslem,  Hindu  and
Buddhist alike all generally agree on this one central fact,
that Jesus Christ is indeed a unique personality.

“Here was a man born of a peasant woman in an obscure
village. He grew up in another obscure military camp town
where He worked as a carpenter’s son. He never wrote a book;
He possessed neither wealth nor influence. He never ran for
political office; He never went more than 200 miles from His
home town; He never even entered a big city. In infancy He
startled a king; in childhood He puzzled doctors; in manhood
He ruled the course of nature and hushed the sea to sleep.
During  the  last  three  years  of  His  life  He  became  an
itinerant preacher, roaming the land of His birth, healing
the sick and comforting the poor. At the end of this three
years of ministry the tide of public opinion began to turn
against Him. He was betrayed by one of His closest friends
and arrested for disturbing the status quo. All of His
followers deserted Him; one denied Him three times. He went
through  six  trials,  each  of  which  was  a  mockery  of
jurisprudence. Prior to one of the trials He was beaten to



the point of death with leather strips imbedded with studs
of iron. A crown of thorns was then rammed down upon His
head, tearing the flesh so that blood poured down the side
of His face. The Roman procurator officiating at His trial
was nervous. The uniqueness of this man made Pilate want to
wash his hands of the whole affair. But the crowds cried for
His death.

“As the Roman procurator brought this insignificant, now
mutilated and beaten carpenter’s son before the crowds, he
hurled a challenge to them which has resounded across twenty
centuries: he said, “Behold the man.” Pilate was impressed.
He  had  never  before  seen  such  quiet  dignity,  intrepid
courage, noble majesty. Never had any other who had stood
before his bar carried himself as this One. The Roman was
deeply impressed, and avowed his captor’s uniqueness. But
the mob shouted, ‘Crucify Him.’ So He was taken outside the
gates of the city and nailed to a cross to die the death of
a common criminal.

“Yet the story doesn’t end here. For something happened
after that strange, dark day that has changed the entire
course of human history. He came forth from the tomb in
resurrection power. His greatness has never been paralleled.
He never wrote a book, yet all the libraries of the country
could not hold the books that have been written about Him.
He never wrote a song, and yet He has furnished the theme
for more songs that all the songwriters combined. He never
founded a college, but all the schools put together cannot
boast of having as many students. Every seventh day the
wheels of commerce cease their turning and multitudes wind
their way to worshiping assemblies to pay homage and respect
to Him. The names of the past proud statesmen of Greece and
Rome have come and gone. The names of the past scientists,
philosophers, and theologians have come and gone, but the
name of this man abounds more and more. Though over 1900
years lie between the people of this generation and the time



of His crucifixion, He still lives. Herod could not destroy
Him, and the grave could not hold Him. He stands forth upon
the highest pinnacle of heavenly glory.

“Never had any other who had stood before his bar carried
himself as this One. The Roman was deeply impressed, and
avowed  his  captor’s  uniqueness.  But  the  mob  shouted,
‘Crucify Him.’ So He was taken outside the gates of the city
and nailed to a cross to die the death of a common criminal.
Still today He is the cornerstone of history, the center of
human progress. I would be well within the mark when I say
that all the armies that have ever marched, all the navies
that have ever sailed, all the parliaments that have ever
sat, and all of the kings that have ever reigned, put
together, have not influenced the course of man’s life on
this earth as powerfully as has that one solitary life,
Jesus of Nazareth. History has been called His story. He
split time: B.C., before Christ; A.D., Anno Domini, in the
year of our Lord.{1}

When, some 20 centuries ago, Pontius Pilate said, “Behold the
man,” I doubt that he had any idea of who it was that stood
before  him.  He  certainly  wouldn’t  have  dreamed  that  this
humble peasant would launch a movement (indeed, already had)
that would change the course of Western civilization. In view
of the claims that He made and the impact He had upon history,
it behooves us to “Behold the man.” Who was He? Those who knew
Him best were convinced that He was God. What do you say? I am
convinced that the only reasonable conclusion that can be
drawn from a fair examination of the evidence is that He was
and is, indeed, God, the Saviour of the world. Let’s consider
some of these evidences together.

I would like to consider several lines of historical evidence
that suggest that Jesus Christ is God. The first line of
evidence is:



Because the Hypothesis Fits the Facts.
Now what I would like to do in terms of presenting the first
line of evidence for His claim that He is God is to ask the
question, “What would God be like, if God became a man?” If
the facts about Jesus Christ fit the answers to the above
question—pre-eminently so, uniquely so, we will have offered
evidence, that He may be who He claimed to be. So I would like
to suggest four things that I think we would all agree would
characterize God if God became a man.

If God were a man, we would expect His words to be the
greatest words ever spoken.

What is great literature or great oratory? The masterpieces of
one generation often appear stilted and artificial to another.
The words which endure are the words which have something to
say about that which is universal in human experience, that
which doesn’t change with time.

Statistically  speaking,  the  Gospels  are  the  greatest
literature ever written. They are read by more people, quoted
by more authors, translated into more tongues, represented in
more art, set to more music, than any other book or books
written by any man in any century in any land. But the words
of Christ are not great on the grounds that they have such a
statistical edge over anybody else’s words. They are read
more, quoted more, loved more, believed more, and translated
more because they are the greatest words ever spoken. And
where is their greatness? Their greatness lies in the pure,
lucid  spirituality  in  dealing  clearly,  definitively,  and
authoritatively with the greatest problems that throb in the
human breast; namely, Who is God? Does history have meaning?
Does He love me? Does He care for me? What should I do to
please Him? How does He look at my sin? How can I be forgiven?
Where will I go when I die? How must I treat others?

This amazing purity of the words of Christ became more real to



me in a forceful way while I was studying the Greek language
in graduate school. The New Testament is written in Greek. I
was taking a course called Rapid Greek Reading in which we did
nothing but read the Greek New Testament and recite in class.
We read about eight pages of Greek a week or about the equi-
valent timewise of 600 pages of English. We struggled night
and day while reading the Gospels in order to be able to read
them out loud in class directly from the Greek text to our
professor.  It  was  sometimes  humorous  to  hear  one  another
struggle with the text of Matthew or Luke. The interesting
thing was that when reading one of the Gospels aloud, we would
stumble and toil with the sections where Matthew was simply
recounting narrative, but as soon as Matthew began to quote
the words of Christ the struggle ceased. His words were the
easiest to translate. They were so simple and yet profound. To
labor with the narrative portions and then come to the words
of Christ was like moving from the intensity of the hurricane
to the calm serenity of the eye of the storm. It was the
difference between sailing on rough tempestuous seas and on a
glassy lake at eventide.

Certainly, no mere man could impregnate such simple words with
such sublime thoughts. Consider the volumes of truth stored up
in the phrase, “Do unto others as you would have them do unto
you”{2}, and “Whosoever would find his life, must lose it”{3}.
Libraries could be filled with works which simply develop
those concepts.

No other man’s words have the appeal of Jesus’ words. They are
the kind of words we would expect God to utter if God were a
man.

The second line of evidence is:

If God were a man, we would expect Him to exert a profound
power over human personality.

One of the greatest impacts among human beings is the impact



of personality upon personality. Most human beings are rather
ordinary in their impact upon other human beings. I can’t
think of anyone in my life whose personality has made an
impact  upon  me;  strong  influence,  yes,  but  impact,  no.
Periodically in history a Churchill, Hitler, or a Caesar comes
along and impact is made. Certainly, if God were a man, His
personality would be so dynamic it would have unprecedented
impact on His contemporaries. Is this the case with Jesus of
Nazareth? We find most emphatically that it is. Whether Jesus
be man or God, whether the Gospels be mainly fiction or fancy,
certainly a historic person named Jesus made such an impact on
a small band of men as to be unequaled by far in the entire
annals of the human race. Consider for a moment the historic
nucleus from which Christianity sprang: Peter, a weak-willed
fisherman; John, a gentle dreamer; Thomas, who had a question
mark for a brain; Matthew, a tax collector; a few peasants and
a  small  cluster  of  emotional  women.  Now  I  don’t  want  to
minimize the character of these men, but seriously, does this
rather  heterogeneous  group  of  simple  folk  look  like  the
driving force that could turn the Roman Empire upside down, so
that by 312 A.D., Christianity was the official religion of
the Empire? Frankly they do not. The impact of the personality
of Christ upon these people turned them into flaming revolu-
tionaries who launched a movement that has changed the history
of Western Civilization.

The amazing thing is that these men were the very ones who ate
with Him, slept with Him, and lived with Him for over three
years and still concluded that He was God. How could a person
live with someone for that period of time and come to that
conclusion unless it were a valid conclusion? You could spend
less than an hour with the greatest saint mankind has ever
produced and be thoroughly convinced that he was not God. How
could  you  spend  three  years  with  a  mere  man  and  become
absolutely convinced that He was God, in fact, be so convinced
that you would be willing to die a martyr’s death to punctuate
your belief? Listen for a moment to the traditional deaths of



the apostles: Matthew, martyred by the sword in Ethiopia;
Mark, dragged through the streets of Alexandria until dead;
Luke, hanged on an olive tree in Greece; John, put in a
caldron of boiling oil but escaped death and died in exile on
the island of Patmos; Peter, crucified upside down (he said he
wasn’t worthy to be crucified in the same manner as His Lord);
James, beheaded in Jerusalem; Philip, hanged against a pillar
in Phrygia; James the Less, thrown from the pinnacle of the
temple and beaten to death down below; Bartholomew, flayed
alive; Andrew, bound to a cross where he preached to his
persecutors till he died; Thomas, run through by a spear in
India; Jude, shot to death with arrows; Barnabas, stoned to
death by Jews in Salonica; and Paul, beheaded at Rome by Nero.
Even more incredible is the fact that James and Jude, our
Lord’s own brothers, believed that He was God. You may for a
time, be able to pull the wool over the eyes of those outside
your own family, but certainly your own brothers would not
swallow  such  an  unbelievable  claim  unless  there  were
unimpeachable  reasons  to  do  so.

Christ’s personality had a tremendous impact upon these men.
And after nearly two thousand years the impact is not at all
spent.  Daily  there  are  people  who  have  tremendous
revolutionary  experiences  which  they  attribute  to  personal
encounters with Jesus Christ.

The personality of Jesus, then, is without parallel. It is
unique and incomparable. Wherever He is, He is the Master.
When surrounded by hungry multitudes or by hating Pharisees,
when questioned by clever theologians or besought by stricken
sinners, whether examined by stupid disciples or by a Roman
governor, He is the Master.

If God were robed in human flesh, then He would possess a
personality  that  would  have  revolutionary  impact,  indeed,
unique impact, upon His contemporaries. Like no other man in
history, Jesus made that kind of unique and revolutionary
impact.



If God were a man, we would expect supernatural acts.

If God were a man, not only would we expect His words to be
the greatest ever spoken, and the impact of His personality to
be unique, but we would also expect that His life would be
characterized by wonderful deeds. We would expect Him to do
the things that only God could do. Now obviously the very act
of God becoming a man involves something supernatural. But if
God became a man, it makes sense that He was going to convince
men that He was indeed who He claimed to be, that men deserved
to see Him do things that only God could do—namely miracles,
suspensions of natural law. Everything about the life of Jesus
Christ confronts us with the miraculous. At the outset of His
ministry He appeared at a wedding feast and turned water into
wine. He demonstrated His power over disease by healing the
nobleman’s son and the lame man at the pool of Bethsaida and
many more. He fed 5000 people and said, “I am the bread of
life.” He walked on the water. He claimed to be the light of
the world; then He healed a man who had been blind since
birth. Once of His most startling claims was made to the
despondent sister of Lazarus (Lazarus had been dead for four
days) when He said, “I am the resurrection and the life.” Then
He said, “Lazarus, come forth,” and the dead man came out of
the tomb. Someone has noted it was a good thing Jesus called
Lazarus by name or all the dead since the dawn of time would
have come forth. When Christ made these astounding claims,
more than ordinary means were necessary to impress men with
their truthfulness.

Now there’s a funny kind of thinking going on today concerning
miracles. It all started with a fellow by the name of Hume.
Paradoxically, this may surprise you, Hume was an orthodox
Christian. But, Hume said some things about miracles that have
been used as an attack on miracles. Hume argued that miracles
are  the  most  improbable  of  all  events.  Ever  since  Hume’s
essay, it has been believed that historical statements about
miracles  are  the  most  intrinsically  improbable  of  all



historical  statements.  Now,  what  then  is  the  basis  of
probability? What makes a miracle a more probable or a less
probable event? Hume says, and so do other secular critics
today, that probability rests upon what may be called the
majority vote of our past experiences. The more often a thing
is known to happen, the more probable it is that it should
happen again; and the less often, the less probable. He goes
on to say, the majority vote of our past experience is firmly
against  miracles.  There  is  in  fact,  “uniform  experience”
against miracles. A miracle is, therefore, the most improbable
of all events. It is always more probable that the witnesses
were lying or mistaken than that a miracle occurred.

Now here is the foolishness in Hume’s whole argument. We must
agree  with  Hume  that  if  there  is  absolutely  “uniform
experience” against miracles, if they have never occurred,
then there is no such thing as a miracle. But, that is exactly
the point in question. Is there absolute uniform experience
against miracles? We only know that the majority vote of past
experience is against miracles if we know that all reports of
miracles are false. And, we can know all the reports to be
false  only  if  we  know  already  that  miracles  have  never
occurred. This is a circular argument. Let me repeat it again.
The critic of miracles today says with Hume, “We know that all
historical  reports  of  miracles  are  false  because  miracles
never happen, and we know that miracles never happen because
all historical reports of them are false.” Get that? We know
that  miracles  have  never  happened,  because  all  reported
instances of them are false, and we know that all reported in-
stances of them are false (such as the Bible) because we know
that miracles never happen.

Very  frequently  today  we  hear  or  get  the  impression  that
brilliant scholars, after examining all the evidence, have
scientifically  proven  that  miracles  never  happen.  This  is
totally untrue. The rejection of the miraculous is not their
conclusion; it is their starting point, their presupposition.



It’s interesting to note that as you study the literature of
the first and second century, even some of the literature of
the critics of Christianity grant the miracles. In fact, it
was not until the 19th century that the major attacks against
the miracles began when the omniscient modern critics got on
the scene and began to look back 2,000 years and say miracles
never  happened.  But,  the  attackers  of  the  first  century
generally grant them. In Jesus and His Story by Ethelbert
Stauffer, a professor of New Testament at the University of
Erlangen—and not an evangelical scholar—cites the following:
“In 95 A.D. Rabbi Eliezer ben Hyrcanus of Lydda speaks of
Jesus’  magic  arts.”{4}  “In  100  A.D.—Jewish  ritual
denunciation—’Jesus  practiced  magic  and  led  Israel
astray.”‘{5}

In the second century (according to F. F. Bruce) Celsus, a
philosophic critic of Christianity, acknowledged his miracles
but attributed them to sorcery.{6}

Josephus, a first century Jewish historian, also acknowledges
the fact that Jesus performed miracles in his Antiquities of
the Jews. A basic principle of evaluation of evidence states
that when enemies agree on a common point, it may be regarded
as  certain  that  the  point  is  commonly  accepted.  Stauffer
states this with clarity in Jesus and His Story:

The sharper the clash, the wider the gulf, the more vital
does  this  alteration  of  testimony  and  counter-testimony
become to the historical investigator. For if a confron-
tation of witnesses yields statements that agree on some
points, then these points must represent facts accepted by
both sides.{7}

In addition to the testimony of the secular historians, we
have in the four gospel documents themselves, the personal
testimony of hundreds of eyewitnesses that the miracles of
Christ are true events. All of the evidence we have indicates
that He is indeed God manifest in the flesh.



If God were a man, we would expect Him to be sinless and
incomparably holy and divine.

Here lies, perhaps, one of the most convincing evidences for
the deity of Christ. No man has ever lived such a noble, pure,
and sinless life. Those who knew Him for three years, said “He
was without sin.”{8} The Roman centurion commented as Christ
hung on the cross, “Surely, this was the Son of God.”{9} Paul,
the brilliant intellect of the first century, perceived, “He
knew no sin.”{10} Pilate called Him, “that just man,” and
said, “I find no fault in Him.”{11} He Himself claimed to be
sinless and challenged the religious leaders of His day to
find fault in Him.{12}

There is no comparison between the person of Christ and the
most  saintly  of  the  saints  of  the  human  race.  To  them
confession  of  sin  and  painfully  laborious  efforts  toward
saintliness were daily fare. In fact, the closer they came to
God,  the  more  vivid  became  their  consciousness  of  their
sinfulness.

But Jesus never appears to us as One who struggled to obtain
saintliness. He never felt the need to confess a sin, and yet
He pointed out the sin in others and urged them to confess.
Christ never admitted a need of repentance. We can’t even
imagine Him dying the death of saintly Augustine of daily
confession and repentance. Jesus possessed perfect sinlessness
and  purity,  not  by  struggle,  privation,  asceticism,  or
pilgrimage. It was by His birth and nature.

The greatest saints of other religions are not even in the
same  category  as  Christ.  Mohammed,  for  instance,  was
apparently a neurotic. Gandhi, whom many have acclaimed as the
most saintly man of the century, does not even compare with
Jesus Christ. Gandhi himself claimed that he didn’t even know
God and that the reason for it was his own sinfulness. He
said, “It is a constant source of sorrow to me that I am so
far separated from the one whom I know to be my very life and



being; and it is my own wretchedness and sin that separates me
from him.”{13} How different this is from the words of Jesus,
“I and the Father are one,”{14} or “He who has seen me has
seen the Father,”{15} or even more direct, “All men should
honour me, even as they honour the Father. He that does not
honour me does not honour the Father which sent me.”{16} Can
you even imagine Calvin, Luther, Paul, or any other great
saint making a claim such as this? Frankly, I cannot.

Jesus  Christ  is  not  a  great  man  among  great  men.  He  is
uniquely the greatest man of all history. His divine quality
of  life  can  be  verified  from  the  mouth  of  the  atheist,
infidel, and unbeliever, not to mention the enormous testimony
from the Christian Church. Thinking men the world over who
have  examined  the  evidence  will  all  agree  that  Jesus  of
Nazareth is the greatest personality of the centuries. He is
the greatest teacher, leader, and influence for good in the
history of the human race.

Rousseau, the French Deist said of him,

If the life and death of Socrates were those of a sage, the
life and death of Jesus were those of a God. Shall we say
the Gospel history is mere invention. My friend, it is not
such that men invent. And the facts concerning Socrates, of
which no one entertains any doubt, are less attested than
those concerning Jesus Christ.{17}

He goes on to say a little later that “the facts concerning
Jesus of Nazareth are so striking, so amazing, so utterly
inimitable,  that  the  invention  of  them  would  be  more
astonishing  than  the  hero.”{18}

Byron, the profligate poet, whose philosophy of life was eat,
drink, and be merry said, “If ever a man were God, or God were
man, Jesus was both.”{19}

Renan, the skeptic, Who wrote a classic life of Christ in
which he tried to prove the myth of the Gospels, nevertheless



concluded with this last line: “Whatever surprises the future
may  bring,  one  thing  is  certain,  Jesus  will  never  be
surpassed.”{20}

When exiled on the lonely isle of St. Helena, the emperor
Napoleon was once discussing Christ with General Bertrand, a
faithful officer who had followed him into banishment and who
did not believe in the deity of Jesus. Napoleon said,

I know men, and I tell you that Jesus Christ is not a man.
Superficial minds see a resemblance between Christ and the
founders of empires and the gods of other religions. That
resemblance does not exist. There is between Christianity
and whatever other religions, the distance of infinity.
Everything in Christ astonishes me. His spirit overawes me,
and His will confounds me. Between Him and whoever else in
the world, there is no possible term of comparison. He is
truly a being by Himself.{21}

If God were a man, we would expect Him to be sinless and
incomparably Holy and Divine. We see that the hypothesis fits
the facts of the life of Jesus Christ. Should we now conclude
something other than Jesus is God? The Apostle John said, “No
man has ever seen God, but the only begotten Son, who is at
the  Father’s  side,  has  made  Him  known.”{22}  Jesus  is  the
Divine Xerox of the invisible God. The Original is invisible,
but His earthly Reproduction is visible for all to behold in
the unprecedented life of Jesus of Nazareth.
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