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The oripine of hristienilys She chasactey of Curist; hia
toonpel® (good sewn)y She sigaitisance of his csweor and ‘pevsont {the ey
word io thisk with Sepldestione )} hie sicdme end "Clodsthood! {(Semeinhedips
tghp anodnted? i his hisltewles) snd cecule dipmificance - sll Sheos hawe
beooes suppownded with  toegeetfe f1e18' of med extent and éapth, sumh
smotimel sharge, sush *Yoddl' aud prejuliicsy sash piwal Shsolegiead

asmumtions sd ssecciabions, sush szeculstions punging fren Joity %o stoplete

peepdician an to uhebbar bhe ever sxlsied sl 1l oxespt in exmoilchls lumen

fmaginaticns - had sayons v satess this 'Pleld' muet oither bo canghd

(like Hilten's fullen mgeis) 'ia wederiog sges loot’, o go right Sheough
with 4t with fira fndaniion and $o dhe bidler end,

5 would of oonwne e fwoelish o dergr the inflimense of this
prwepinl negnetin Cisld, which sete pimagiy - ponifively or pogatively -
o everyone vhe sproosahos 4%,  Nor oma dhe padure wnd sigmifieence eof
mueh cistnms bo dgacteds e Tew Yostasent wesords theuvelves otovd fren
mtwmmm;;gfhm&mwma end ewotions, I shall
theredcre ntaﬁqjm eomunptions apd dntentinns «p eloariy e possible, snd
logee 4t o the soodevedll and wademsbasding of the zeader ¥ Judge wy
eonelusions Y She ovidenia.

Phis whole eacndiry has baan soncefned with one object: 1o drace
the workimgs sed fawiopsent of thel drnmmo cwe of enelgr Io lucen nehow
whigh has fakon shape both s & oona "emeedrdnt; md s a fores spposed o
the ‘ersoiive advonse'. I propore aow %0 pppreseh e story ol e
Tounder of Shelstianity end hie Tgempel? wirietly S $his 1inlted peint
of view, 1§ have fouud the comelvsions suryrising hut quite cidfr mnd
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convinelag,

An Anslysis of the Mow Testwwnt rucords ddscovers at hedr
cantre a most ewipinel pesswielity end a mont original gompei. ind a8 we
follew the shory of dhia porscn ond bis guspel we e led to a seriss of
heppenings eneh of whieh ssere wholly fsprobodle, snd wiich yot muwnt
undoubtedly hawe haprensd,

The Lifa of Judelsn wen foundsd An ¢ts otreng welisious Zsith
and fradition, This faith hod tecsw fosussed in s convieticn thst he
m&mwﬁaMHﬁtwwMﬂuﬁnﬁm&Mm
eoutrols ewry svent in 4% et it wme soving o & odimeny and thet the
divine gosl would sconse o later b 'realifeed by o VHessdeh? « Sod's
sopreseniative on eavdh, the esbodivent of s will spd power. Thim
isssish would lnengnrate "the Bodsn of God', eomplotely trmmslforming the
precent wrld onder which wue enslaved to ovil and brutel powsys, It is
uet difflenlt fo Tind in this lmeslende hopo, an iunginstion' of whet g
mans evostrix hod been chocurely end peinfully stmggling Sowsads, ite
droandng on $hings hoped fop sad pertaps o cooe,

Oop dey = poor sarpenter frou an obscuve vhllsge &n balfepsgen
Galilee, wholly withoni politiosl power ox woalth or influsnes, appomed
with the clain thet ke wen the oupectoed Howadah. The srownd of this cluim
ves Sk Jesea' discoveny that God's essontisl chapnaterictic im not
spareheloing pover Vat 'lovinplkiadnens® , The Best clue o underetending
the neture of God's "Roign' wves thomefoze the kind of affecticn and twust
%o be found in 2 good (lumesa) faediyg God wor must tvuly kuom ot 'Oup
Fother in Teaven', end ren of *the ehildreen of Nie love'., This womd e
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redfesl trempfornoticn of sen's vhole ccnteption of God,eof Me Ypowonmt,
of Ple wey with men, fs puwpees, Bis 'Dinpglon’ @d His MNessiak. A poow
poreont vhe ey o wadoring ravacher could wery well o the Hessloh of
gk o Ood, o clefse veuld rest eu Mnowedoy of this vins Yeecwadt
{zusterion) Set God's nefure i love, and lowe $he dvive scbivity. his
diserery and elain wowe oo wwvsiutimasy that they must loevitabhly revecr
o the crihodox me Yolusphouust -~ MrSdy. MN%WMWEMJ
strieily enjolued that il suck beveties (*faloe propletel) should be put
o depth, (The Inguisition later seled on yrecisely the came prinedpls),
Thio pressuted Jomis with = torridle &flsviss. For his Oriends snd followown,
ghough they bad bocous poxsuaded YW Jecon' sheor goodmess Bhat be wae the
lisosish, vore igaveent and olwple men,(hew igoorent snd elaple 9w mocond
f4enlf mebes vorr elosw)s vho olung o the beliefs sbeut the Ibsedsh du
whieh ther bad heen Wwought wps thedr yesponse 0 Jesus pervenally hod nob
Mwmmmwmmmumm
gwarbad. Dt Orem fhod pofnt of view, o lessich comdpuned W Yw leadose
sf the nstion sy o hevodie, and cpusifisd by e suthordties (Fhonged e a
eomeon arininel), s singply wwiseginshle. And yet wilses Jesus shendevad
bds tmisedon' snd oledse cltepetier; 1% wow guite eoriein (so be mosiiesd)
that thic woe whot would bagren to him, Mimm-hhﬁiﬂﬁ
nwnrmmzmmmmm*muﬁfmm!mnm
Yo destrored with bdme Fladnly, &0 long an these disoiples olung to thedr
old belisfe, nothicg omdd enyviwe eueh o dlosotere Buk how was ho o
chanpe their old beliefn? There wus one poesible seluliome Suppoos ho
expleined bo thes, ovor sud ovew sgals and wdih $he wiuoed olemwons, thab
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it vas precisely his new yevolutlonamy belinfs sheutt Cod end lessishebip
thet sede it Luewitpdle (fov this wea his own reading of the situstion)

thet be shouid be pub t0 destd on sooount of Shemi wnd for thad vouy
resnon he was quite delitewntoly ghopoing %o dio for bis gespelp ond that
Gad vonted sod fntended bim o de se. In thed case there was b lvasd
ponoibllity thet when $hey were in this wuy foced with the necessity of
gheosing to abasdon efther ld= snd $holr telief in hiu or thedr eld
traditional wliefn sboul Beasicheldp, thelr nifection ond trust voulid meie
then soe the truth, The risk wan pppeliing, Tho chanees of sucossn were
vanote indeed, se their whols Wwhavicus af ouoe wads elosy - theiyr vesponse
to bie vepeatsd gppesis shomed that these wpposls mede 2o Lgmeseicn whatever,
matmtmﬁmumm:m-m-wm[wmmmm
the unbapyy werds of %o Feelmis$t 'y God, uy fod, v hove you shandewd
ety And dn opite of ownyibing Jesus proved pightl Mo followers did
£ind $hat $hey oould ned compe $o belicve fn bime They did coow o see
that & oruelifisd issaioh ruat B socepted an part of Gud's purpoms both Wy
Famue' God wné By Jesus oo Nis lNewsichs Thiws did Desove the B vemy

ballenar: of §he new fefth. Poul szye so in 9o mony wordo. And all the
subsequent records fuite 4% Jor granted, Whia is the fivet of the cewies
af dapeclabilition thut would be sepreuly belisvsble — LFf they hed net
bagpened. Sud the evidence conpols us %o beliowe it

The noxt was Puds. The shocked orbbodony that pub dhe lesder
te doath now (inevitebly) turned on the hewesy that bis follovers weve
reviving sad repoutings The lesd wen taken by ot ‘ootimsisst' (in the
cantouporary senge) who soeusd By sature wd tzoiadng to be'mede! for the
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purt 0f Grand Inoulsitor, And vho ever loard of o Orend Inquisitor boiog
Mwmmwmmummpmwmn
the mbeke? ntmummzarmnw Thiz is not an infevencoy
Hhm.mwMMWhMEﬂlhmmm&mraﬁﬂnﬂﬁm'
mort moviag wad peseionste sincewdity. Harried mnd perscculed sliie by the
mm&mmamhmmnawammwmtw.?ﬂ
seuadned so inspived W the mew Cospel of Jesus thet lw woete s teibute to
m*mm'mwn&wmﬂ&mnmmmmmmm
o8 unsuzpassed in the Literstuze of the world, With unecaprondedns loyalty
$a bie new 'faith?, be completely rethought snd trausformed tio canception
#ﬂﬂm{@m@hﬁ(‘hﬁﬁw trought wp, milking geezeeily wid ‘loving-
Eindneesa® fan ouoh the supmeus shamacteristice of God's nature snd actkivily
en thoy hed besn o bis estex?, Jesus hinselfs The whele 'glexy’ (Shekdnah )
of thic God of Jesus hed been (e sedd); and e$ill was reflseted wnd visible
'nmmﬂsmt.mﬁmmmmmmraummam
(L Gors I und possinj. This wee the wecond heeweiipoosibility which (we are
mamw}mwmw-&m&im

The fhixd ie this, The current belfsfs and taeditions of the
m.mmammdmm-*mmm'wtmwm,mmh
jersconeilebie with tho'ordginsl' goopel of Jesucy buf they wers oo
m:ﬁﬂwmﬁ%ﬁiﬂv%&ihhﬁﬂmﬂ.ww
and misrerresenting that gospels we san ohperve them vieidbly and powerdfully
ﬂmuﬁ"fMWmmmmmmmw%-m,
Aoty and the Pourth Gospel, but the wuoptists dwacelves, How could the
uigmiwihmm&hwﬂMMMnMMMMm
universsl prejudicos? Tot thoy did. We can wtill find them side by side
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in those vecords. It do this thet ensbles us 0 veceover $he originsl
gospel thove.

4 fined pavadom, Fithoud pewer or 'iaflusnee' or wealth
(mmu:mm;.mmﬁwmmmmmmm
throush the Hepive Wy e sheor quality of their living, The Homsn
@thoritics beoane slaroed, and determined 4o stawp out the now faithk whieh
had Wy now becowe o pelitical heresy. The Inpire was the weet poverul
end efficiently Visperdizl powsr® in histeny; and 44 had et 1%e command sl
the fonilinwy resources of the Orand « Inguisitor « Dlotater. The now
eommunity had no suoh ressuress. Put it mss the 'Christiene’ who hrought
the proud Rupive (eivie Remsnus sust) 40 ite koees,

It is coay snough, 4a the light of wwr present doy ssougptions
end outlowk, to dlemise dhe exirscrdinary olaims thet were now buing nade
for Josun = within » goneratiocn of his desth - mnd vhich continusd %o be
mxm&mmwmﬂrmwmtmu. and beyond inge the
histoxy of the Churgh, = as the distdaved phontegics of the credulous
peopie of Shat sges  Dut before we 4o se, 44 nighd be wll 4o look bagk
0 e origlnel figure of Josus, the curponter Pras Fnsareth, who hed motidng
to commend kim bud the quality of bis 1ife and friendsbip, and of his God.
Coneider t00 those, wowthy tub vewy sluple-uinded, ‘slow', 'auil!, 'bling?
(the adjectives axw all in $be goopel records) followers of his who had
nething to offer Yui thelr (easily intduidated) leyalty. Then let us osk
ourselves how such oxtraordinery beliefs carw $o be pepsicnstely noseyted
sbout this Josus in se siord s $ime. Yhis ie the lont, and not the lagst,
aetonisbing, of the mucmesaicn of lupwobebilitdes, It 45 pladn Pact thot
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sl of theme hspvened, end thet they we we closely swweoted vith ane
ancthor that wo san Pegend them es developnents of ons eveni, It is
inmoesinle 4o dony them unlisse we are preveved to diemdss the whole of the
ernilohle ovidenso.

genpidnred fron the siriotly lisited point of view of the mens
erestriz sod ite history, thess cvomis may suogest the following conslusiwmus,
In sil $hdc sexdss of huppeudngs the zens cyestrdr was eabedying iteelf dn
the meot suessssful effort 4t has yet sado, both sotuslly to create dn the
.wanm,mmmm{ummmﬂmmm
dresming an thinge o swe; fhe grel to which 1% is belng drewn gs the

(B bkl Comomninn oeatll, o fernons)

ﬂﬁmﬁetzﬁmaﬂﬂlﬂawmwﬁf Jdagun of Hagsroth not
anly mewesls the eleerest fneight ints the nature of this selfemwalization
(4he Vob-ome—mont® of i%e present 'slisuation') of tmmandty in ite
homnatnete - which, trenslated inte the paligious language of his poople,
sopesys op Ythe fulfiloent of tiw divine purpose dn histopsty Tt ke
petuslly did oubady = *incamatel = 4% both in his owm poraem asd pavecnal
sslobions, snd in he gyoup of Triends he getherved vowad M. The scoblove-
sent of $dde ineight, fogeither with the vower of this enboliment, relecsed
fugh o dynendc setividy of the meme erwatrix that, for o $iue, L% prowd
irvenistaoble, It prodused o wnigue qualify of liwving. It aloe stimulated
the Yevosiive imsginaticn! of Jesus! follovexs 40 esplore all the sypmoprdate
bolieds, convichicns sud counceybicne of %o sy in omier %o Cind sppropriste
torrs aud mmbols fo sxpyess thelr growing undereiending of whef zen's resl
nature ss nene oreatrix could becsmes IF geve bhirth 4o hopes wad dresas
of what 4t wight be wien it bed Dly resliced S%selfs X4 led %0 a
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