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About the Mega Society

The Mega Society was founded by Dr. Ronald K. Hoeflin in 1982. The 606 Society (6 in 10°), founded by
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the membership. Later, Dr. Hoeflin's Titan Test was added. (The Mega was also compromised, so scores
after 1994 are currently not accepted; the Mega and Titan cutoff is now 43N but either the LAIT cutoff or
the cutoff on Dr. Hoeflin@ tests will need to be changed, as they are not equivaent.)

Mega publishes this irregularly-timed journal. The society aso has a (low-traffic) members-only e-mail list.
Mega members, please contact the Editor to be added to the list.

For more background on Mega, please refer to Darryl Miyaguchi® O\ Short (and Bloody) History of the
High-1Q Societies, O

http://www.eskimo.com/~miyaguch/history.html

and the official Mega Society page,

http://www.megasociety.org/
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range intelligence tests. Jeff Ward, 13155 Wimberly Square #284, San Diego, CA 92128, is Administrator
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ward-jeff @san.rr.com
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retained by the author unless otherwise indicated.



Editorial

Kevin Langdon

In Noesis #138(September 1998)we printed an essay by Miriam Berg, Orhe
Synopic Problem,Oin respong to which several interesting articles on topics related to
theBible (primarily the Gogpds) were submitted. | intended to create a special issueto
indudethese articles but the project remained on the back bumer until | received the
submissionsby Tom Hutton and Robet Dick induded herein.

This specia issue does not mean tha the Mega Sod ety has gotten religion. Our
sodety, and thenonmember contributors responsble for the magjority of themateria in
thisissue indudeboth bdievers (in avariety of religiousnotong and nonbeievers, and
it would beingppropriate for Megato endorse any oneviewpoint, butthe Christian
scriptures are of consderable interest even from the point of view of athoughful skeptic
and theidesas contained in this issue are meant to stimulate thoughton these subjects. In
thefuture we mightdo a specia issue on Buddhsm.

Jesus of Nazareth is oneof themod interesting figuresin history but thereis very
little in the way of direct doacumentation of hislife and teaching. There are many schools
of thoughton who hewas and what hedid. These pages contain writingson this subject
by severa scholars, mog of whomare not Megamembers and noneof whomare
academic experts.

Dae Adamswrites:

| started with OSteeterOsospels,Oasa direct regponse to Ms. BergOsarticle
in Noesis thatyou kindly sert. It assumesknowledge of herarticle.

To presert the substarce of the Four-Saurcetheary, | wrote QJnderlying
Saurcesof the GospelsO. | stratify the Synoptic gospels by their stagesof
developmert

Displaying some original work for this project, QResurrecion SaurcesO
separaksthe Reaurrection storiesverse by verse into two constituent parts.

Thisisacumination of 35 yearsof work | have spert considering,
invedigating, and writing on this topic.

Miriam Berg writes:

| am now working on a third article called Orhe Gospel accading
to MiriamGsince everyone else seemsto be writing theirs. It will be a summary
of those inciderts and sayings which | think are authertic. Incidertally, Qe also
writtenanarticle about the correctdating of the arciert Israeite and Judean
kings (books | ard Il Kingsin the bible)if you®e interested

Thedeadlinefor Noesis #182is Augug 15.



Origin of Scriptures

Albert Clawson
11/15/01

Many religionsworship the bible ingead of worshipping God: thisis an
abominaion and the Old Testament containsa history of what thiswill lead to.

Many people misundestand the nature and condruction of the BibleN and if you
lack knowledgeof even thebasic organization, how can you possibly undestand the
bookas awhole?

There aretwo pats of thebible, the Old Testament and the New Testament. The
Old Testament is exclusively thewritingsof theJews. Thefirst five booksare
traditiondly credited to Moses and contain, anongother things ther legd code The
remainde islargdy a historical record with bits of podry thrown in (Songof Solomonis
congdered by many scholars notto have been an ingired work, for example). The New
Testament is exclusvely thewritingsof Christians who say that Jesuswas the Messiah
tha the Jews were waiting for, only they missed the arrival.

Thefirst four booksof the New Testament were written with the purpo<e of
convindng people tha theman named Jesuswho was recently killed was the Messiah.
Oneof thefour gogds was written with the specific intent of convindng the Jews that
Jesus was The Christ, the other three were written for somewha disparate groupsof
individuds. Theremaining booksof the New Testament were mainly administrative
letters and dognretic clarification sent to variousbodies of bdievers, with some
joumdesqueentries and historical narrative thrown in. These were organized in order of
size, largest to smallest, with the bookof Revelation placed at thevery end because it
seemsto refer to theend of theworld.

With the possible exception of the Five Booksof Moses, thewritingswhich
appear in the Bible were never intended to becollected as a single book: they were pats
of alarger collection which were groupel togeher by a committee which was organized
with thegod of getting the best and mog important parts al togetherN there were
thousndsof letters, scrolls, teachingsand other recordsfrom which to choos, buta
decision had to bemade. Even today tha decision does not have universal suppotN the
Catholics, for example, aso indudewithin ther canonthe bookswhich are known asthe
Apocrypha TheBibleitself makes reference to varioustexts which have been los
throughtheyears. Even thename Orhe BibleOis a misrepresentation. Thetitle comes
fromtheorigind reference of ta biblium which in andent Latin meant Qhe booksO
Plural.



Wha many people consder to beadivindy ingired bookwhich was written as a
single unit and remained unchanged for centuries has a very complex and interesting
history. Thefour booksknown as the Gospds, for example, had no punduation when
origindly written, let alonechapter and verse divisons Consdering tha the United
States once log hundeeds of thousndsof dollars because of amissing commain atax
bill, it is easy to see how people could come up with something entirely different than the
origind intent because somebody broke everything up into convenient chunkssevera
decades, if not centuries after theorigind authors had died. This point alonerende's
suspect any claimstha the Bible is (oerfectOand Qunchanged N and unless this caution
isfirmly planted in mind, no seriousstudy of the Bible can ever be accomplished.

The stories of the creation and the great flood as recorded in thebible are the
accountwritten down centuries after thefact. The @Pentateuch@® Genesis, Exodus
Leviticus, Numbers and DeuterononyN are said to have been written down by Moses.
AsMoses obvioudy never met Adam, Eve or Noah, the stories written down were
obvioudy part of an existing record passed down either orally or perhgpsthroughwritten
recordsof some sort. For the parts aboutMoses, as everything iswritten in the third
personthere is aways the possibility tha the credit given to Mosesis similar to the credit
given to King James.

Genesisis an accouning of how the Jews gotinto Egyptin thefirst placeN
answering the question Qvhere did we come from?0

Exodusis an accouning of why the Jews wanted to leave Egyptand how they did
it, and endswith the creation of the tabernacle and thefirst account of God having
complete oversightN the Jews are no longe unde man (Pharaoh) but are ingtead living
ther lives devoted to God for thefirst time.

Leviticusand Numbers contain administrative and legd specificationsN how to
punish variousdeeds thesodal contractN and aledge of significant events of thetime.

Deuteronony isthefarewell of MosesN he gave arecap of everything tha had
happened, afew find indructionsto be good aquick trip to thetop of amountain to look
at everything tha the people were going to inheit and then Moses disappears. At this
point it is obvioustha these words are written at some point after thedeath of Moses
(possibly acommission formed unde thedirection of Moses or alater propheéN you@
have to ask abiblical scholar exactly how this all works) asthey state that nobodyknew
where Moses had been buried.

Much more informationis to be had aboutthe period of time covered: acting as
prophésthere is zero doubttha Moses, Abraham, Jacob and others had much more to
say asthey lived alife devoted to the God of Israel. Thisal tiesinto my writingsonthe
context of Orhe BibleOas we know it today: the Bible containsthe Word of Godin a
holier fashion than the telephonebook containsthe phonenunmbers of individuds and
busnessesin acity. A telephonebookwill have intentiond omissionsbecause not every
nunber isintendeal for general access, and other numbers will smply fall throughthe



cracks. A telephonebookwill have the occasiond error creep in as people make copies
and corrections

According to the Bible, Noah lived for several centuriesN 950years, to beexact.
God gave usreason, so should anybodyrot apply reason to undestanding the scriptures?
Isthere any possible way that every ingpired word and deed of a 950-year-old prophe
could ever beinduded in amere four chapters? Thereisobvioudy alot moreto the
storyN perhgpsit would make more sense if we had more information.

TheBible was never intended to rule our lives, to beworshipped or even used asa
crutch. Asfar as| can tell, God@plan isto get afew nugges of truth into our thick
skulls and then step back to see wha we do with it. Our lives, our destiny, our liberty, our
choice, for goodor for evil. TheBible should be used asideafodde to capture our
attention just longenoughto wonde if there really is something outthereN actud
relationship with God notinduded.



Common Sense Gospel Study

Dae Adams

Thefour Gospds and Acts can be shown by smple common sense to bevery
early in date. Putting asideapriori theologytha Christ is God ontheonehand, or onthe
other hand historical methodthat proceedsasif supernaural events cannothappen, let@
see what the texts themselves show.

Theprope starting point isthe Gogpd of Lukeand its continudion, The Acts of
the Apodles. Inthesecondhdf of thelatter, theauthor at times dipsinto @veO(or QO
or @urQ) sayingstha indicate hewas with Paul of Tarsusduring thelatter@ missionay
joumeys. Thesethree passages are Acts 16:10-17;205-21:18, and 27:1-28:16. At the
conduson of these, Paul is still alive and in Rome, which can be daed by reference to
Paul@ epistlesin the New Testament to be about64 A.D. Themog sensble dae for the
Gogd of Lukeandits complementary Actsisthus 64 A.D. Theauthor (presumably
Luke) could have written this much later in hislife, butit would by common sense
andysis still beearly.

The Lucan author employed sources, as he himself tellsusin Luke 1:1-4.

These would necessarily have been earlier. At least onesource bears some
connection to the apodle Peter, whos name appears frequently in the Gospdsandin the
first fifteen chapters of Acts. Thementionin Acts 15:7-11 occursin the context of Acts
chgpters 13to 28 that focuson Paul, so the source connected with Peter seemsto end at
Acts 12:19. Thedeath of KingHerod Agrippal (12:23) setsthedae at 44 A.D. This
likely setsthe dae of thewriting of the source and also establishes thelikely author, as
thisis when Peter Quent to thehouse of Mary themother of John, also called Mark.O
Church tradition also suppots this logic, that Peter@ scribe was Mark, and critical
scholarship calls this source QUr-Marcus O It would have been as well titled QJr-LucasO
to acknowedgethat it undelies notjug the Gogpd of Mark, notjud the Gogpd of Luke,
but also the Acts aso written by thewriter of Luke

Theearliest version of this Ur-Marcuswas evidently written in Aramaic and
induded at least the Passion Narrative and the Feeding of the 5,000 as these are
recounted in all four of the canonical Gogpds. The compostion of the Fourth Gospd,
John, seems best regarded as having been rotated in compostion among ateam of the
apodles, making an early date sengblefor it aswdll.

Peter (after Jesus of course) isthefocusof the Ur-Marcus Aramaic draft, but his
nameis primary in many other passages of the Synoptic Gogpds (Matthew, Mark, and
Luke) aswell. Verbd identitiesin the Greek amongthese passages between the Gospds
of Mark and Luke establish that this second(?) draft should be called Greek Ur-Marcus



This stage of the collaboration between the men Peter and Mark would thusbe mos
likely not longafter 44 A.D.

The Gogpd of Lukeiswiddy regarded by critical scholars as containing a source
we call Q.0 Simply by comparing Lukewith the Gospd of Matthew, anyonecan see for
himself tha they share alarge body of text in common tha is notfoundin Mark.
However, it is over-simplifying to hold tha all this common material traces back to a
common source, Q, and that no other sayingsare from Q. Thetrue-blue Q sayingsare
notverbdly exact between Matthew and Luke. Any versestha are verbdly exact were
copied into Matthew from Lukeand are not likely from Q. These arefoundlargdy in
Matthew chapters 23 and 24, paticularly 23:223t0 23:39 and 24:26to 2451 This shows
that Matthew was written later than Luke, but still was mog likely complete by 70A.D.,
asit does notmentionthe Fall of Jerusalem in that year.

Onecommonly hearstha there are no Q passages in the Gopd of Mark. Thisis
incorrect. Thediscovery of the complete text of the Gogpd of Thomas at Nag Hammadi
in 1946revedled sayingsin it tha arein Mark, and notjug from Matthew and Luke
Althoughthis could mean tha thetext of Thomas was based on the completed Synopic
Gogods, close study showsthat it ismore likely that the parts of Thomas tha overlap the
canonical Gogds are based on a source text they share in common, namely Q or some
variant thereof. Unlessthewriter of Thomas also had access to Ur-Marcus this shows
tha Thomes picked up some of the same parablesfrom Q tha Mark induded. It thus
seemstha Ur-Marcuswas amos completely narrative text with even fewer sayings than
we commonly attribute to Mark.

The Q Source could have been written very early. It waswrittenin Aramaic,
judging by the sectionstha Mark and Luke have in common that lack verba exactitude
Theword OrwelveO(meaning the 12 Apodles) appears so often in thisthat it is
commonly called the Twelve-Source. The name Matthew (or Levi) occurs where this
text begins(as at Luke5:27), and early externd tradition names the writer as this
Matthew, so this materia could have been from an eye-witness or could even have been
first putin writing during thelifetime of Jesus

Late dates for the Gogpds have not disappeared from scholarship, as seenin
Burton Mack. However, themore fashionable tendency has been toward early dding.
No onehas steppeal forward to provewrongthe early daing reached by theliberal
Anglican BishopJohnA. T. Robinson. In Redating the New Testament (1976,pp 352
354) he gave approximate daes for all four Gogds as between 40 and 65 A.D.

Proceeding beyondthis point is somewha supeerogaory, but provides additiond
suppot for themain point I am making. Asl have said above theearliest writing
attributable to Peter waswhat | call Aramaic Ur-Marcus It mus haveinduded the
sectionsin the Gogpd of Johntha are also foundin the Synopics, which indudethe
Feeding of theFive Thouand (John. 6: 5-21) and the Passion Narrative (John. 18:1-
19,26-35,38-40); andmog of Ch. 19. These elements are distinct from, but were early
merged with, what mog scholars agree should becalled the SignsGospd. Thisisa



biography of Jesusformed aroundwha are though to be seven miracles, and scholars
acknowledgean early date for it. Thenames Andrew and Phillip occur frequently in this
stratum; thusoneof them seemsto bethe eye-witness source. However, thelargest pat
of this Fourth Gogpd is composed of teachingsgenerally called Discourses. Scholars
(induding many orthodoxbdievers) tend to view these as having too advanced a
Christology to befromthe first generation of Chrigtians This High Christology tendsto
bewell respected by Christianswhose Tradition teaches them that the Apogle Johnwrote
thisdown during his very old age, and tendsto bedisparaged by criticswhofindits
elevation of Jesusto Godhexd to belate and urreliable. However, this late dating would
bereversed if welooked uponthese discourses as very early and very roughnotes of jus
themog startling thingsJesussaid. QVhy would this be?Q onewould ask.

Well, the Gospds make clear that Jesus had many enemies, paticularly among
thereligiousestablishment. Inthe Gogd of Johnamember of that hierarchy is
mentionad, oneNicodemus Not coinddentally, | say, the extended teachingsportion of
Johnbegins with thefirst mention of his name at John 3:1 and ends at thelast mention at
John18:39. Heis mentioneal at oneother time, at John7:50-52, at which time heis
commissioned by the other Pharisees to Q5o into the matter, and see for yourself:
prophés do not arise in Galilee.O But when Nicodemus did this investigaion, hedid not
write down thegeneral teachingsof Jesusand induded noneof his moral code butonly
the high-flown and self-exalting theology tha proved Jesusto bea madman, aliar, or the
God heclaimed to be Unbdieversthusfind the Gospd of Johnto beblasphemousor
jud ridiculous whereas bdieversfindin it the subdance of their worship of Jesusas
Christ. When these notes by Nicodemus became incorporated in the Fourth Gospd, it
madeit seem to beirrecondlable with the Synopic Gogpds because al the other Gogd
writers were interested only in the practical teachingsof Jesusor were smply incapable
of undestanding theology.

My view of the Gogpd of Johnleaves hardly any of it to bewritten by the
suppod author, the Apodle John. | limit him to therole of Editor, except tha mog of
Chapter 13 can beattributed to him. | acknowliedge him to bethe Beloved Disciple (John
13:23,19:26, 202, and 21:20). All inal I findthis gogd to have been written as the
Muratorian Canonsaysit was, by ateam of apogles (I name them as Peter, Andrew, and
John), incorporating the poghumousnotes of Nicodemus Thefind work onthis Gogd
was donebefore 70 A.D. by JohnMark, who was also an eyewitness as the son of Mary
of BethanyN see Chapter 11, theraising of Lazarus. (I wentinto thisin great detail in my
Orhe Significance of JohnOin the May-July 1988 Cincinnatus Society Journal no.3, pp.
1-13. My truename for it was Orhe Three Sources and Five Editionsof JohnO| aso
have abooklength version | wrotein 1979)

Therest isanti-climactic. Thegopds Matthew and Mark remain to be accouned
for. There aretwo or three chapters out of Mark@ sixteen tha are notparalleled in Luke,
mogly the sixth througheighth chapters of Mark. Almog all of thisisfoundin the
Gogod of Matthew (althoughthe Mark as we haveit today addsa few verses and parts of
verses). Theperson, nat likely the person Mark, who added thisto Mark was aso
assodated with thewriting of Matthew. This person seems notto have been aclose



assodate of Jesus. He seemsto have gotten hisinformation at second or third hand,
induding gossip onthestreet. He addsa number of chapters worth of new teachingsof
Jesus, butthey seem like Jesus® other teachings so are probably largdy genuine This
materia is called Matthean, athoughfew bdievether source istheapodle

Matthew. (Inddentally, themog questionable partsindudethe verses the Roman
Catholics use to provethe primacy of the pope)

| have varioudy guessed that this writer was the James who was not an apodle or,
of all people, Barabbas, the man who lived after Jesusdied in his place. It remainsto
mention tha theauthor Lukefoundsome teachings of Jesustha were notin any of his
sources and added to the Gogpd of Lukesevera chagpters of obvioudy genuineteachings
of Jesus (such asthe parables of Prodigd Sonandthe Good Samaritan). With the
possible exception of Matthew, which as| stated aboveparadoxically indudes some
Lucan material, all these four Gospds were written before 70 A.D.

Scholarly Note: Regarding theinformation above whaever | say aboutthe Synopic
Gogpds can be said to represent an amalgam of consensus scholarship of thelast 100
years. (Well, combining some scholarship of themid-20th Century no longe regarded as
congensus with some new scholarship not known in themid-20th Century, tha is.) Wha
| say aboutthe Gospd of Johnislargdy based onidiosyncratic scholarship combined
(togeher with my origind contributiong in away that is uniqudy my own. To citethe
scholars whose source-criticism is buried within my own would indudebooksin the
19708by Howard Teeple, Sydney Temple, Robat Fortna, and W. Nicol; and Urban von
Wahlde@ article in the 1979Journal of Biblical Literature. Propa source-criticism of
John only became possible after the 1966 publcation of photbcopies of andent papyri
such as P6 and P7>.



Streeter(3 Gogels

Dae Adams

In Miriam Berg® Orhe Synopic ProblemOin Noesis #138, September 1998 she
presents a subditute for thewiddy accepted Four-Source solution to the origin of thefirst
three gogds. Shestarts with ageneraly serviceable review of early attempts at Highe
Criticism of thesynopic gopds. Shewindsup touting what shecalls the 5-source
hypothesis devised in 1899by Ernest Dewitt Burton. Sheclaimsto have had access to
the QRecord0preserved by this school. Are thediagrams she appendsto her article a
synopss of thismodd?

Ms. Berg attacks the conventiond Four-Source hypothesis and its proponent, B. H.
Streeter. Her knowledgeof his work is apparently second-hand. She observes, Cirester
himself pointed out three questionswhich the 4-source theory didn'tanswer, however.O
Shetakes this as a platform to demondrate that the 5-source theory solves the difficulties
Streeter foundin the4-source modd. Ms. Berg apparently was unaware tha Streeter
used these three difficulties as a springboad to pefecting an even more extreme version
of the4-source theory. Streeter'sideais known as Proto-Luke | notonly bdievein
Proto-Lukeas the solution to the Synopic Problem, | can even showwhowrote it.

L et me first show why conventiond scholarship regarding the gogds of Matthew,
Mark, and Lukefails and why it continues to confuse so many people. Mark is
commonly acknowedged to be a precursor of Luke aswe now haveit. Over-simplifying,
mog scholars assume that almod the entirety of Mark was available to thewriter of
Luke Ms. Bergfollows Burton and these over-smplifiers. The5-source hypotesis
requires usto assume tha Luke had a definite process of editing that eliminaed certain
portionsof Mark from ussfulnessto him. Closely examined in page 14 of he article, the
Burton theory makes arbitrary and unprovable assumptionsthroughout at all of his
points 1 through?7.

Mark and Q

We should not assume the andient writers made sophisticated, systematic editing
decisons Theevidence is much moretha doaumentsjud tended to grow. Yes, the
basic building blocks were Mark and Q, but nathe of these isjug simply ddineated.
Even Mark had severa stages of development. Origindly there was avery short version
in Aramaic tha isfoundwherever the Synopiics overlap with the Fourth Gospd, John.
Thisis modly the Passion Narrative plusthe Feeding of the Five Thousand. This can be
established simply by comparing thetwo gogds and seeing tha wherever they overlap,
the agreement of wordsis so loose tha both mug have been trandated indgpendently into
Greek. Incontrast, wherever Mark overlapswith the other two gogds, thewordsare so
often the same tha a Greek trandation mug have adready existed for mog of the
doaument, best called Greek Ur-Marcus (Theother portion| would call the Twelve-



Source.) Butthiswas still not as big as our present Mark. (6:17-29,6:53-8:26 was
missing.) Thisshorter versonwas used by Luke Theaboveis very elementary, yet all
kindsof phonyarguments are based onignoling this ssimple, gradud growth.

Thenext obvioussourceis Q. Qisbasically the portionswhere Matthew and Luke
ovelap. Scholarstendto over-smplify again and say that Luketook Mark and Q and
then added in his special material from L, his own source or sources. Thegenius of
Streeter was to recognize that Q and L werefirst joined togehe before the materia from
Mark was added in. He called this Proto-Luke

Proto-Luke

This Q-Twelve-Source text remained in Aramaic. Next came afurther stage of
additionsin Aramaic. Thetraces of who did this can be discerned by looking for
persond clues. We need active characters in Lukewho appear nowhere elsein the
Synoptics. Thekey nameis Simon. The persond experience introduced at this stage
starts with a Simon and endswith a Simon. | call this stage of the doaument GProto-
LukeQ amodification of B. H. Streeter@ theory. Luke 7:36-50tells of Jesusgoingto a
dinne at thehome of Simonthe Phaiisee. Luke24:13-35is aboutthe resurrected Jesus
ontheroad to Emmauswith two disciples. Oneis Cleopas. Asto theother, OrhelLord
hasindeed risen and has appeared to Simon.O Traditiondly everyoneassumes this refers
to Simon Peter. However, scripture does not mention any prior appearance of therisen
Jesusto Peter. No, theplain meaningistha Jesushad appeared to Cleopas and a
different Simon. Jug asthe Q-Twelve-Source endel at this point, so did Proto-Luke

This Simon may be awell-recognized figure in the early Christian Church. The so-
called brothers (probably cousns) of Jesuswere James, Joseph, Jude and Simon. James
was thefirst leader of the Church. When hewaskilled (c. 62 A.D.), Simon, his brother,
became Bishop of Jerusalem.

This Proto-L uke hypotesis easily ansawvers the objectionsto the 4-source theory stated
by Streeter himself. Thethree pants are listed by Ms. Berg on page 14. (1) QVhy did
Lukeinsert partionsof L only into Q, and never into Mark?0 Answer: thewriter of
Proto-Lukehad only Q to work with, thuscould only insert L itemsinto Q. Only at the
next stage did Luke combine Proto-Lukewith theorigind Ur-Marcusmaterial. (2) The
Qunrelated quottiongin the middle third of Lukecame from Proto-Luke. Luketakesits
chronological and geographical settingsmogly from thelater stratafrom Ur-Marcus
Proto-L ukewas dominated by sayingsmaterial from Q, and Lucan (L) sayingstended to
beinterspersed therein. ThroughoutLukethelL and Q materials seem to beinterwoven
from onesource and the other. (3) ONVhy does Luke vary so much from Mark and
Matthew in the very beginning of the story and in thefind week in Jerusalem?0
Streeter® answer was that thefind week in Luke comes basically from non-Markan
sources. Asforthebeginning, either at the Proto-L uke stage or at the Luke stagethe
Infancy Narrative came in fromits specia source (presumably Mary or aclose relative,
by my hypotesis Simon, her son or nephew).



Thomas

As shown, the Proto-L uke hypotesis best answers Streeter@ own objectionsto the
standad 4-source hypotesis. Let me continueonto demolish some of thefurther details
of Burton® 5-source theory. Burton bdieved there were several distinct sub-sets of Q.
Fifty years after Burtonwrote, the discovery of acomplete Greek text of the Gogpd of
Thomes gave usaway to gaugethe naure of Q. In Thomes the parables of Jesuscome
from all parts of Q and from Matthew and Lukeaswell. Scholars have largdy agreed
tha Thomas did not have al the Synopic gogdsto work from, buttha heworked from
undelying sources or source, namely Q. If that isso, then much of themateria only in
Matthew or only in Lukeis neverthdess from Q. Q was both a bigger doaument and not
s0 easily divided as Burton guessed.

A further complication. Thecomparisonwith Thomas readily shows that the primary
paablein Mark, the Parable of the Sower, isalsoin Thomes. Thereisno reasonto think
tha Mark was available to Thomes. The presence in Mark of the Parable of the Sower
thusmeanstha Mark had accessto Q! This messes up al thenesat divisonsbetween
Mark and Q tha so many over-smplifiers use to bolster their weak arguments. Note that
Q was used by al writersin the Synopics. It mug have been very early. It could even
have been written when Jesuswas alive.

Why did Q disappear? No gopds survive in Aramaic, so thisis not surprising at all.
It is easy to demondrate, from theword-use in Matthew and Lukein mog of ther shared
Q passages, tha they mug have had to trandate independently fromthe Aramaic Q. We
thushave no evidence that a Greek Q ever existed. A further note: there are passages
where word-use isidentical between Matthew and Luke However, Boismard has
demondrated tha these are passages where the author of Matthew has copied from Luke
See Matthew 23:23-24:51 and compare the Greek text with the comparable passages
scattered throughoutLuke (Note tha this meanstha these passages are probably not
from Q, asamog everyoneheretofore had bdieved.)

| agree with Ms. Berg where she attacks the Jesus Seminar. These radical critics (in
thar book, The Five Gospels) have devioudy misused the evidence from the Gogpd of
Thomes. (See my article O'he Five Gogpds Deep-SixedOin the Augug 1995 Vidya [the
joumd of the Triple Nine Sodety] #145/146)

The Resurrection

Asfor themod subgantive issue, Ms. Berg notes the absence of birth or resurrection
stories from Burton@ best sources. Birth stories would have to come from special
sources, as these were private events fromthirty years earlier than the public ministry of
Jesus. Theauthor of Proto-Luke had such knowledge Simonwas the son or nephew of
Mary. Theauthor of Matthew isunknown, asiswhere heobtained hisinformation. His
story of theVirgin Birth ismore genera, asif coming from public sources. Thelack of
agreement between thetwo gogds proves nothing oneway or the other.



Asfor the Resurrection, Ms. Berg (following Burton?) is notingghtful in drawing
paalels. Thestoriesare basically thesamein all four gopds. Thedifferences are wha
would be expected from different eye-witnesses telling abouta period of time when they
rarely were all togeher when Jesusappeared to them. Johnhas the story from Aramaic
Ur-Marcus (from Peter, probably) and fromits own specia eye-witnesses (Johnor John
Mark). (I have shown in my Orhe Significance of John (Five Strata)Q May-July 1988
Cincinnatus Society Journal, No. 3, tha Johnwasvery early.) The Synopic Gogpds
drew less from Ur-Marcus utilizing the Twelve-Source (probebly from Matthew or Levi)
heavily. (Yet Matthew 28:9-10issimilar to John20:11-18) TheJoumey to Emmaus
appears only in Proto-Luke, from Simon. The Ascenson described in Acts 1:6-11 bears
similaritiesto Matthew 28:16-20. (See aso my oubing ApoglesOin the December
1988Vidya #98 More generally see Disproving Resurrection not EasyOin the
November 1996 Telicom [thejournd of thelnternaiond Sodety for Philosophical
Enquiry] XI1,5 and the November 1997 rhe (Wrong) Way: Some Truth and Light OXI|,
16. Also available is my unpubished G, Twelve-Source, or BothQwhere | grapple with
theddails of source-separation, especially pertaining to the Resurrection.)



Underlying Sources of the Gospels

Dae Adams

Ur-Marcus

The sources undelying the gogds can be established by general comparison and
by detailed andysis. Thegeneral pictureistha even Johnhastextud overlapswith the
other three gogds, the Synopics. This shows tha there was origindly agogd with
only afew chapters covering thelife of Jesus. Comparisonwith the Acts of the Apodles
shows tha there is no reason to assume that this text stopswith the end of Jesus@ lifein
29A.D. If welookforthelogical end-point, it comes near theend of chegpter 12 Jus
before the death of Herod Agrippal in 44 A.D., the Apogdle Peter arrives at the home of
JohnMark. Theundelyingtext had focused on Peter to this point. Since we hear of
Peter only once agan, we can assume that this source endshere. It is best called QPetrine
Ur-MarcusQ It was written in Aramaic at that time. It can befoundin Mark (and
comparable versesin Matthew, Luke and even John):

Mark 1:16-28,2:17-3:5, 5:1-43,6:30-52, 8:27-9:13, 9:30-31, 9:38-42,
10:13-34,11:27-33,12:18-23, 1235-13:15, 13:28-31, 14:1-9, 28-42,
14:46-54,15.1-27,34-40, and continuing in Luke24:1-3, 9,11-12, 36-47,
51; John20:1-23 26-27; and Acts 1:6-4:31,5:17-42,9:32-11:18,12:1-17.

No other Synoptic sources were employed in the Gogpd of John, so we can
deduce tha 44 A.D. dightly preceded the mgjor development of thewriting of John Its
textud mark isidentity of word-use between Mark and Luke butnotwith John This
showsthat it mug have been trandated into Greek by thetimeit was used in Mark and
Luke

Q (or Twelve-Source)

The other major source of the Synopic gogdsisgeneally acknowedged to be
Q. Qisusudly assumed to betheportionsof Matthew and Lukethat overlap, butare not
in Mark. Thisisonly genedly true Thetruly Q material undelies Matthew, Luke and
also Mark as an Aramaic origind tha causes theword use to bedifferent in the derivative
gogds. Thepaablesin Mark are generally notexact in word-choice with Luke, so this
isabold statement, but comparison with the (noncanonical) Gogd of Thomas shows
tha the Q material Thomas draws from also includes texts used in Mark. (Scholarship
has had fifty years to absorb this, buttill resistslearningit. TheJesusSeminar isthe
worst example of continung misuse of Thomes.)

Once thebarier is broken tha Q material existsin Mark, theradical changeis
tha even narativein Mark may befrom Q. Theportionsof Mark not aready listed




abovecould belargdy from Q. Thenarative materia in questionis caled by scholars
the Twelve-Source. We cannottell whether Q and Twelve-Source are distind.

Tha Q and Twelve-Source are not distinct is suggested by externd criticism.
Tradition says tha Matthew wrote thisgogd. The Highe Critics have suggested that
this may have been Q, limited to sayingstha occur only in Matthew and Luke.
Congrvatives have continued to hold that Matthew wrote thegogpd with hisname. | say
split thedifference. Acknowledgetha Matthew wrote mos of the Q discourses, butalso
allow for the Twelve-Source narative, which would seem mog likely to have come from
him. Hisname (=Levi) occursfirst at Mark 2:14, and very little occurs beforetha. The
Q-Twelve-Source in Mark isthefollowing:

Mark 1:9-15,1:29-2:16, 3:13-4:41,6:2-16, 9:14-29, 9:33-37, 10:41-11:11,
1:1519,121-17,24-34, 13:17-23,33-37, 14:10-25, 14:43-45, 62-72,
15:29-32,15.42-16:8.

As| stated above themark of this doaument istha it was notavailable in Greek
at thetimeit was utilized to bringin to Mark and Luke Asan Aramaic text, it was not
likely to survive. Conveasely, thePetrine Ur-Marcusdid get trandated into Greek in
time. Why then hasit survived? Likely because it was soonmerged in with the Twelve-
Source to form Greek Mark.

Tha Q was available for Mark and yet so little was used, seems strange We do
know, of course, tha we have atext, our Mark, tha for themog part excludes Q. More
to our common sense, another text developed that induded al this Q, the Twelve-Source.
Theadditiond Q portionsnat in Mark are asfollowsin Luke

Luke11:29-36, 1152-12:38,12:47-13:17, 13.:23-30, 14:3-33, 15:1-16:31,
17:22-25,1911-27.

Viewed thisway, the sayingsfrom Q in Mark are of significant quantity
compared to the omitted passages.

Proto-Luke

This Q-Twelve-Source text remained in Aramaic. Next came afurther stage of
additionsin Aramaic. Thetraces of who did this can be discerned by looking for
persond clues. We need active characters in Lukewho appear nowhere elsein the
Synopics. Thekey nameis Simon. Thepersond experience introduced at this stage
starts with a Simon and endswith a Simon. | call this stage of the doaument GProto-
LukeQ amodification of B. H. Streeter@ theory. Luke 7:36-50tells of Jesusgoingto a
dinne at thehome of Simonthe Phaiisee. Luke24:13-35is aboutthe resurrected Jesus
ontheroad to Emmauswith two disciples. OneisCleopas. Asto theother, OrhelLord
hasindeed risen and has appeared to Simon.O Traditiondly everyoneassumes this refers
to Simon Peter. However, scripture does not mention any prior appearance of therisen



Jesusto Peter. No, theplain meaningistha Jesushad appeared to Cleopas and a
different Simon. Jug asthe Q-Twelve-Source endel at this point, so did Proto-Luke

This Simon may be awell-recognized figure in theearly Christian Church. The
so-called brothers (probably cousns) of Jesuswere James, Josgph, Jude and Simon.
James was thefirst leader of the Church. When hewaskilled (c. 62 A.D.), Simon his
brother became Bishop of Jerusalem.

Luke

At thefind stagethe Proto-Luketext was used by Lukethe Physcian inwriting
hisgopd in 63 A.D. Hetrandated it into Greek in hisown style. A Greek text of mos
of Mark came available to him. He addel in whatever portionsof Mark were notin
Proto-Luke Thiswastheearly Petrine Ur-Marcusmaterial. Sometimes hejug copied
phrases or sentences of this Greek trandation. Also, hefollowed theorder of eventsin
Mark.

Lukeisthusa particularly complex text. Itsfoundition is Matthen@ Q-Twelve-
Source Aramaic doaument. (Theparts of thisin Mark are usudly notregarded as Q.)
Simon added much from his persond experience in Proto-Luke Lukebrougtt in Petrine
material that had already been trandated into Greek QProto-MarkQ Lukealso brougtt in
other sources.

M atthew

Once Lukewas finished, some of Simon@ or Luke® additionswere copied over
into Matthew. These passages usudly mislabdled as Q are foundat Matthew 23:23-39
and 24:27-51. (Word-use is too exact to be possible in trandationsfrom a common
Aramaic source.) So Matthew had to belater than Luke, butnotlater than 70 A.D. (The
Fall of Jerusalem, to which it does notrefer.)

Thefind phases of Matthew and Mark were written before 70 A.D., as was John
For the Synopics, theclassic 4-source theory still fits. | have aready dedlt with the
Marcan source, the Q-Twelve-Source, and theL source (Proto-Lukeadditionsto Luke).
TheM source should be undestood as not jud the additionsto Matthew, butas also the
late stratain Mark (Mark 1:1-8, 3:6-12,6:14-29, 6:53-8:26,9:43-10:12, 11:12-14,20-25,
13:224-27,14:55-61, but nottheeven later 16:9-20).

Asfor John it is not classed anongthe Synotics, thoughl have shown thereis
reasonto doso. Inany case, | have written up my work in Orhe Significance of JohnQ
Cindnnaus Sodety Joumd, No. 3, May-July 1988.




Resurrection Surces

Dae Adams

The sources undelying thefour gogds are quite different from those presented
by Miriam Berg in the September 1998Noesis, Orhe Synopic Problem.O Let me focus
onthecrudal claim shemade, ONoneof theresurrection storiesin any of thefour gopés
agree with each other or with thereportsin the epistle to the Corinthiansby Paul. The
earliest manuscripts of Mark do not contain aresurrection story. . . .O

Some apologiais necessary to explain how thetexts reached thar present status
Theearliest extant manuscripts of Mark break off before completing the resurrection
story, true A fairer assessment would bethat theearliest manu<ripts did have a
complete resurrection story, we jud lack proof of wha they were. Mog scholars accept
Ur-Marcusand Q as very early texts, to which | and some others would add the Twelve-
Source (unless the Twelve-Source is simply the narative pottionsof Q, as| bdieveitis).

Thetext of Mark 16:1-8 is so similar to Matthew 28: 1-8 tha we can seeit is
probable tha theremainde of Matthew continuesit, particularly 28:9-10, 16-20.
Compare 16:16-7, Q. . hehasrisen, heisnothere. . .. Go andtell his disciples and
Peter, He is going ahead of youto Gadlilee. . .Q with Matthew 28:16, M eanwhile the
eleven disciples set outfor Galilee, to the mountin where Jesushad arranged to meet
them.O It continues with aresurrection story, so thereisoneat least. Butisit the
earliest?

The prime source undelying the Synopic gopdsistheTwelve-Source. Itis
identified by wha is common to Matthew, Mark, and Luke butisnotin John. Applying
thisto theresurrection accouns, thefollowingis extracted as the Twelve-Source:

Twelve-Source

Mk 16:1 When the Sabbah was over, Mary of Magdda, Mary the mothe of James,
and Salome

Mt 28:1 wentto visit thesepulchre

Lk 24:1 with thespicesthey had prepared, at thefirst sight of dawn.

Mk 16:3 They had been saying to oneanother, QVho will roll away thestonefor us
from theentrance of thetomb?0 16:4 But when they looked they saw that the stoneN
which was very bigN had aready been rolled back.

Lk 24:3 But onentering they could notfind the body of the Lord Jesus

Lk 244 Asthey stoodthere puzled aboutthis

Mk 165 They saw ayoungman in awhite robeseated ontheright hand sideand they
were struck with amazement.



Mk 16:6ab But hesaid to them, "Thereis no need to be so amazed. You are looking for
Jesus of Nazareth, whowas crudfied.

Lk 246 Heisnothere, hehasrisen.

Mt 28:6 Come and see the place where helay.O

[To this point this Twelve-Source text has no conflicts with the extant texts of Matthew
and Mark, butl will attempt to recongruct the underlying Twelve-Source tha explains
how Luke diverged from theother two at this point. | will bracket my interpolations]

Lk 24:7 ...Hetoldyou. .. inGalileetha the Son of Man was destined to be handed
over into the handsof sinful men and be crudfied. [In Galilee hetold you hewill] rise
agan onthethird day.

[Observel If Galilee existed asecondtimein theorigind text, asimple scribd elidefrom
thefirst occurrence to the secondwould read:]

In Galilee hetold you hewill rise again onthethird day.

[Then assume trandation from Aramaic to Greek:]

Galilee [iswhere] hetold you hewill rise agan...

[Leading right to present extant texts:]

Mt 28:7c=Mk16:7b Heisgoing ahead of youto Galilee: that iswhere youwill see him.
[Resuming the Twelve-Source, following Lk 24:7:]

Mk 16:8 Andthewomen came outand ran away from thetomb because they were
frightened outof thar wits.

[Perhgpsaso this verse:]

Mt 28:9-10 Suddenly, coming to meet them, was Jesus GGreetingg) hesaid. Andthe
women came up to him and, clasping his feet, they did him homege,

Lk 24:10 Thewomen were Mary of Magdda, Joanng and Mary the mother of James.

[Thesource tha undelies all fourgopds| call PetrineUr-Marcus Like the Twelve-
Source, itisavery simple, detailed narrative regarding the resurrection, butwith
appaently very little overlap with the Twelve-Source. My andysis seeks to separate
them from each other.]

Petrine Ur-Marcus

Mk 162 Andvery early in themorning on thefirst day of theweek, they went to the
tomb. . ..

Lk 24:2 They foundtha the stonehad been rolled away from thetomb,

Lk 24:3 butonenteringthey could notfind the body of theLord Jesus

Lk 249 Andthey returned fromthetomb andtold all thisto [ug the Eleven and to all
the others.

Jn 20:2bc O’ hey have taken the Lord from thetomb, and we do notknow where they laid
him.O

Lk 24:11bBut this story of theirs seemed pure norsense, and they did not bdieve them.
Jn 20:3 Then[we] Peter went forth and came ruming to thetomb.



Jn 204 Andthetwo wererunning together. And[I] the other disciple ran faster than
Peter and came first to the tomb.

Jn 205 Andhaving stooped down, [I] he sees lying there thelinen shroud, neverthdess
[1] hedid notgoin.

Lk 24:12bPeter bent down and looked in and saw thelinen cloths

Jn 20:7 andthe ngpkin which was on his head, nat lying with thelinen clothsbutrolled
upin aplace by itself.

Jn 208 Then[l] theother disciple wentin and saw and bdieved.

Lk 24:12c[We] He then went back home, amazed at what had happened.

Jn 20:11b Then when Mary was weeping, she peered into thetomb.

Jn 20:12 Andsheseestwo angdsin white sitting, oneat the head and oneat thefeet,
where thebodyof Jesushad lain.

Jn 20:13 Andtho= say to her, QVhy do you weep?0 She says to them, (Because they
have taken awvay my Lord, and | do notknowwhere they have laid him.O

Jn 20:14 Havingsaid these things sheturned back and sees Jesus standing.
Jn20:16-17 Jesussaysto her, MaryQ Having turned, that onesays to him,
(RabbouniQ which means OeacherQ Jesus says to her, Orouch me not, for notyet have
| ascended to the Father, but goto my brethren and tell them, @ am ascending to my
Father and your Father.@®

Jn 20:19aThen when it was it was evening on tha day, thefirst day of theweek, and
when the doors had been closed on accountof fear of the Jews, Jesus came and stoodin
their mids and said to them, QPeace be to you.O

Jn 20:20 Andhaving said this, he showed handsand sideto them. Then thedisciples
rejoiced at seeingthel ord.

Lk 24:42-43 (Have you anything here to eat?0 And they offered him a piece of grilled
fish, which hetook and ate before thar eyes.

Jn 20:221c(Even as the Father sent me, | also sendyou O

Jn 20222 And having said this, he breathed on them and says to them, QReceive the
Holy Spirit.

Jn 20223 Of youforgive thesinsof any, they are forgiven to them; if youretain thesins
of any, they have been retained.O

Jn 20:26 And after eightdays his disciples were inside, and Jesus came when thedoors
had been closed and stoodin ther midst and said, QPeace beto you.O

Jn 20227 Next hesaid to Thomes, QPut your finge here and see my hands and putyour
handhere...O

Lk 24:44 Then hetold them, Orhisiswha | meant when | said, while | was still with
you, tha everything written aboutme, in thelaw of Moses, in theProphds andin the
Psalms, was destined to befulfilled.O

[To thispoint | have largdy followed Howard Teeplein The Literary Origin of the
Gospel of John for my derivation of Ur-Marcusfrom Johnchapter 20.]

Jn21:1 After these thingsJesus manifested himself agan to thedisciples
Mt 28:16 at themountin arranged.

Mt 28:18 All authority in heaven and on earth has been given to me.

[Or]



Acts 1:7 Itisnotforyouto knowtimes or dates tha the Father has decided by his own
authority.

Mt 28:19aGo therefore, make disciples of al nations

Acts 1:8b Then youwill bemy witnesses not only in Jerusalem but throughoutludea and
indeed to earth@remotest end.

[Except for thelast few verses of each of the abowe recondructed sources, the flow and
unity of each hdpsestablish tha each once existed in abouttha form. Both sources are
very detailed, as would be expected from eye-witnesses. The Twelve-Sourceis very
band aboutintrodudory events, barely getting to an encounter with Jesus. Jesusappears
only to thewomen on Easter day. Petrine Ur-Marcusgives usmore sayings butfocusng
on bandities before getting onto important teachings  In the aboverecondructionsl
have restored the details from whichever of the extant texts they till appear. For the
important teachings they tend to survive, butloosy, leavingit difficult to tell which of
thefour gogds best preserves the source. Matthew especialy abbreviates, butit does
tend to retain important sayings

[Both abovesources are texts that precede Mark as we now have tha gogd.]

Appendix

The abovecondudes my specific respong to Miriam Berg® statement | qudted.
To carry thetheme further, | want to point to a particularly obviousearly source, though
it appearsonly in Luke Thisistheaccountcalled the Walk to Emmaus It stretches
across Luke24:13-35. It starts, ONow that very same day, two of them were on thar
way. ...OInverse 18 oneisidentified as Cleopas. Theother is bdieved to be
anonynous However, each gogpd writer tended to omit his own name or just say QOfor
himself.

Y et his name does dip through | bdieve. At theconduson of the story, thetext
readsat verse 34, OrheLord hasrisen indeed and has appeared to Simon.O Thetwo
source stories abovedo not specify that Simon Peter had seen Jesus More reasonably by
thegrammar, the other traveler also was named Simon, and | have goodreason to bdieve
he was the son of Cleopas.

This was an eye-witness accountby the author of an intermediate stagein the
development towards L uke often called Proto-Luke. It indudes several important
features. Two witnesses see and talk to theresurrected Jesus

Jesus hurmoroudy engages them in a Socratic dialogue Jesusfindly hasto tell
them the highe meaning of it all. QNasit not necessary tha the Christ should suffer
before entering into his glory?0 Then, starting with Moses and going throughall the
prophes, he explained to them the passages throughoutthe scriptures tha were about
himself. (Verses 26&27)



Further Examination of the Synoptic Gospels

Miriam Berg
12/8/98 (first written 1995)

Doesit matter whether Matthew copied from Mark, or Mark copied from Matthew, or
L uke copied from both or from Mark only? Doesit matter if Matthew and Luke each had
another written source doaument or not? These condusonsof moden scholarship re-
gading the synopic gogds Matthew, Mark, and Luke are virtudly unchdlenged today.

Furthermore, does it matter whether the gods report accurately what Jesussaid, or
only approximately, or not at all, and which, and how do we know? Agan, doesit matter
how much of the narrative reported in thegogdsis historical, or whether it was invented
by the early Chrigtians?

L et me offer some answvers to these questions

The Origind Sources

Thereasonthat it is of importance to know that there were older source doauments
Mark and Qudle istha we can then realize tha Matthew, Mark, and Lukeare notthree
indgendent witnesses. Mark and Qudle are thetwo oldest indgpendent witnesses.
Matthew and Luketogeher by thar reprodudion of nearly al of Mark in the same words
and the same order demondrate the prior existence of Mark, and Matthew and Luke
agan by thar reprodudion of many sayingsand some episodes demondrate the prior
existence of another doaument possessed by both.

Johnappearsto be another indgpendent source, but the story conflicts so much with
tha of Mark tha we can only condudetha either Mark was mistaken in his story, or tha
Johnwas mistaken in his. Thomas aso appears to be another indgpendent source, but it
isacollection of sayingsonly.

Matthew reports many sayingsfoundonly in his gogd, and afew fandful incddents
notfoundin any other gopd. Sincethese passages are not duplicated elsewhere, it isnat
possible to provetha they are from anothe written doaument, because they could have
been from oral stories. Thestyle, however, istha of awritten doaument, andit is called
the Matthean doaument by scholars. It may have been written origindly in Aramaic,
athoughsome scholars think that theform of the Greek indicates that it was origindly
written in tha language We will call it Mattheus or M for short.

L uke contains many anecdotes, parables, and sayingsnot foundin any other gospd.
A few of these are foundin Thomas but notin Matthew. These items are foundin many
pats of Luke, andwere assigned by Streeter to another older doaument which hecalled
the Lucan doaument, butagan it is not provable that they are from awritten document.



However, Lukein hisfirst four verses refers to GnanyQolder written doauments which he
has Qraced accuratelyQ and there is nothing to disprove the hypotesis tha these were
foundby him in written form. Furthermore, mog of them occur in the three sectionsof
Lukewhich have no parallelsin Mark but many in Matthew, and noneof them occur
between portionswhich are clearly copied from Mark. Thisismog easily explained by
theassumption that they werein Qudle origindly, but omitted by Matthew, rather than
tha Lukeintermixed them somewhat randomnly with sectionsfrom Qudle but never with
sectionsof Mark. This was De Witt Burton®@hypothesis, that the material called
QQudledinduded two doauments, onecalled Galileusor G, and the other Pereusor P,
which Luke reproduced completely but Matthew did not

But whether G@QOwas onedoaument or two doauments, it compes usto deny
indgpendent authenticity to Matthew, Mark, and Luke, and to accept indead the
indgpendent authenticity of Mark, Qudle, Mattheus and Thomeas, and to ascribe
indgpendent witness to Johnathoughit mug be examined more carefully since it
conflicts with the others throughout

Mark and Qudle

Let usask therefore, wha naratives or teachingsare foundin both Mark and Qudle,
since they are probably the oldest doauments and indgoendent witnesses. At first glance
this question would seem to conflict with the assertion tha Qudle contained passages
foundin Matthew and Luke butnotMark. However, there are clearly duplicationsof
stories between them where Matthew or Luketells both theversion foundin Mark and
theversonfoundin Qudle.

1) Thedescription of the preaching of Y ohanan mus have been found
in both Mark and Quéle. Matthew copied Mark@ version more or less
exactly andinserted afew verses fromthe Qudlan version, whereas
Luke copied the Qudlan version. Luke 3:16 appears to be copied from
Mark, butsince it is a memorable quottionfrom Y ohanan, it could
have easily been foundin both versions

2) Thetale of Yeshuabengtempted by Satan mug have been found
in both Mark and Qudle. Mark reported it as a brief narative only,
but Qudle contained afandful naration of those temptationswhich
was inserted by both Matthew and Lukeinto the Marcan version.

3) Thetale of hedlingin thesynagogueon the sabbah is reported
in Mark, copied by both Matthew and Luke and two other versionsof
thetale, or pehgosother occasions in Qudle. Theevidencestha
thetwo other occasionswere in Quéle and notin Luke® specia source
istha Matthew inserts Y eshua® respons from Quélle into the Marcan
version, which meansthat theinadent wasin his copy of Qudle,
unlessit was also in Mattheus or hegotit from hearsay.

4) Thetae of thedispute over casting out Satan occurs in both
Mark and Qudle. Matthew skillfully conflated thetwo versions
whereas Lukesmply omitted theversionfrom Mark.



5) Thetaeof Yeshua@refusal to give asignis foundin both Mark
and Qudle. Matthew reports both versions the oneinterpolated
with another saying from Qudle and the other exactly asfoundin
Luke butLukehas agan omitted the version from Mark.

6) Thetae of Yeshud3 sending out his disciples to recruit other
followersisfoundin both Mark and Qudle. Here also Matthew has
conflated thetwo versionshby incorporating verses from the Qudlan
versioninto theMarcan version. But thistime Lukereported both
versions theoneexactly as foundin Mark, and the secondas
foundin Qudle as demongrated by paalelsfrom Matthew.

7) Thetaeof Yeshud3 visit to his hometown musgt have been found
in both Mark and Quédle (or both Mark and Lucus) since the narative
in Lukeis completely different fromtha in Matthew and Mark.

8) Thetaeof Yeshua3 call of thefirst disciples mug also have
been foundin both Mark and Qudle (or both Mark and Lucus) since the
narative in Lukeis agan completely different from Mark and Matthew.

9) Thetae of thewoman washing Y eshua® feet mug have been found
in both Mark and Quédle (or both Mark and Lucus). Matthew induded
theMarcan versiononly, and Lukeinduded only the Qudlan version
and omitted theMarcan version.

10) Both Mark and Quédle contained aversion of alonge discourse
in which Y eshuapredicted the destruction of Jerusalem and tragedy
for al theJJudeans Lukereports both versions but Matthew copies
portionsof the Qudlan versioninto the Marcan discourse and into
thediscourse oningrudionsto thedisciples onthar tour.

Thuswe find tha both Mark and Quélle confirm thefollowing facts about Y eshua®
life.

1) Yohanan came preaching and bgptizing in the desert, which isaso
reported by Josgphus He appaently was preaching the end of the
world, buthad a clear ethical and moral message as well, as reported
by Matthew, Luke, and Josephus

2) Yeshuacame to Yohanan to be bgptized.

3) Yeshuawithdrew into thewilderness where heundewent internd
struggles which he mug have later reported as temptationsof Satan,
and described them as little parables abouthimself, since tha isthe
only way in which Mark and Qudle could have foundout aboutthem.

4) He caled hisfirst followers by some form of the saying, Come
to meand | will make you fishers of men.

5) He visited his hometown and was rejected by them as a Gresh kidQ
on which occasion he made some form of the saying, No prophe is
appreciated in his hometown. Thissayingisfoundalso in Johnand
Thomes, but withoutcontext.

6) He healed personsin the synagogueon the sabbah, and when
criticized for this heretorted, Wouldn® youllift even your ox or



your donkey out of awell onthe sabbah? John also reports tha he
healed a man onthe sabbah and was criticized for it.

7) He was accused by the authorities of beng possessed by Satan,
because of his exorcisms, to which heretorted, How can Satan cast
out Satan?and, A hous divided agang itself cannotstand, nor
can akingdomdivided agang itsalf.

8) Healso told a parable aboutbinding a strong man before you can raid
his houg, foundin both Mark and Qudle, and also in thegogd of
Thomes butwithout context.

9) Andhemade some form of a saying aboutthe unforgiveableness of some
actions since tha isfoundnotonly in Mark and Qudle, butalso
in Thomes. Theexact form of the saying cannot be affirmed, however.

10) Herefused to give asign when asked for one. In theMarcan version
therefusal is absolute, accompanied by aweary sigh: There shdl no
sign begiven to this generation. Inthe Qudlan version he makes an
exception for Qhesign of JonahQ as attested to by the exact parallel
between the wording of Matthew and Luke But wha did hemean by the
signof Joneh? Jonah did not claim his experience with thewhde (more
likely afish, if there@® any truth to the story) as evidence of the destruction
of Nineveh; but hedid preach repentance to the people of Nineveh, and
Y eshuaprobably meant to compare his own preaching to the preaching of
Joneh as Qhesign of JonehO

11) At some pointin his career aroundthe sea of Galilee he sent outhis
disciplesto gathe othe disciples, and gave them indructionson how they
were to comport themselves. These induded: Take no money with you;
do nottake extra clothes; do notgo from house to hous finding placesto
stay; eat what is set before you; and, if people do notreceive you, Ssmply
shake the dud off your shoes at them as a gesture.

12) Also at some point or pehgpssevera pointsin his career hegave
alonge statement on events of thefuture. In Mark@ story he answers
thedisciples aboutthetemple by saying, There shdl not beleft here
onestoneuponanother which will notbethrown down. Later he
expandson this by telling them, Thos days shdl betribuation such
asthere has never been thelike from the beginning of creation.

These bare essentials of his early career may beaffirmed with confidence since they
are attested to by bath Mark and Quéle, and in some cases by Thomas as well.

Mark and Thomas

Now let usask what are thelikenesses between Mark and the so-called
gogd of Thomes. Since Thomes congsts of sayingsonly, introduced usudly by
aquestion putto him by his disciples, we can nat obtain very much information
ontheevents of hislife, but perhgoswe can of histeaching.

1) Both Mark and Thomes repart that hetold the parable of the sower.



2) Both Mark and Thomas report that on oneoccasion he asked the
disciplesto describe him, and wha ther responss were.

3) Both Mark and Thomes report that he made a statement abouthow
only the thingscoming out of a person@ mouth could defile him.

4) Both Mark and Thomes report tha hetold the parable of the mugard
seed, and this parableis aso foundin Qudle.

5) Both Mark and Thomes repart that hetold a parable of thegrain
ripening withoutanyoneundestanding how it occurs, athoughthe
versonin Thomesis extremely rudimentary and does not clearly
follow fromthe previousclause in the context.

6) Both Mark and Thomes repart that he said tha children were like
those who would enter into the kingdomof God.

7) Both Mark and Thomes report tha he said tha there was no need to
fast until the bridegroomhad left the bridd chamber, although
Thomes refers the act of fastingto the presence of sin.

8) Both Mark and Thomas report that hereferred to thefolly of paching
old garments with new cloth, or perhgos new garments with old cloth.

9) Both Mark and Thomes repart that hereferred to thefolly of putting
new wineinto old battles, and also tha he said tha people who have
tasted old winedo notdesire nev wine Thelast statementisfoundin
LukeB® version of Mark@ inddent report, butit is nat in Matthew or
Mark.

10) Both Mark and Thomes report that hereferred to being able to move
mountinsif you had theright attitude

11) Both Mark and Thomes report the parable of the wicked husandmen.

12) Both Mark and Thomes report the saying abouttherejected stone
becoming the cornerstone

13) Thomas saystha hesaid, | will destroy this hous and noone
will beableto buld it upagan. Johnreportstha hesaid to
the priests, Destroy this temple and in three days | will build
it up, different both in tha the statement is achdlengeto
theauthorities and his respons isto build it up rather than
no onewill beable. Mark reportstha hewas accused of saying,

I will destroy thistemple and build it up agan in three days,

but tha it was false witness and thewitnesses did not agree

with each other. Thehistorical foundaion for these three
variationson atheme is probably his statement tha there would

not beleft onestoneuponanothe which would not bethrown down,
asreported by Mark.

14) Both Mark and Thomestell of an eventin which his mother and
brothers were outside, and herespondel tha his mother and
brothers were those who heard thewill of God, and did it.

15) Both Mark and Thomes report an event in which Y eshuais presented
with agadd coin and told that they are required to pay taxesto
theemperor and hereplies, Giveto Caesar the thingsbdonging
to Caesar and to God thethingsbdonging to God.



16) Both Mark and Thomas repotrt that hesaid, To him who has, more
will begiven, andto him who has nothing, even that will be
taken away.

Qudle and Thomes

Quédle and Thomes have many sayingsin common. Some of them are proverbial
expressionswhich could easily have been putin Yeshud3 mouth by the editors, such as,
Whoever has earsto hear, use them and listen!

1) Qudle and Thomas both report tha he spoke three of the
so-called Beatitudes: Blessed are the poor; blessed are the
hungly; blessed are the persecuted. Thelast oneThomes
reportstwice, as does Matthew.

2) Qudle and Thomas both report tha he enjoined unconditiond
love Loveyour brother even as your own soul; loveyour
enemies and do them good.

3) Thomas and Qudle both report tha he urged lending without
hopeof return: If you have money, donotlend it at interest,
butto him whowill notbeable to return it to you; Give to him
tha asks of you, and to him that takes your goodsask them not
agan. Matthew amendsthis Qudlan statement to finish, From
him who would borrow of you do notturn away.

4) Both Qudle and Thomes give the saying about the mote and the
the beam.

5) Both Qudle and Thomes give the saying about notbeing able to
pick grapes from thistles, or figsfrom brambles.

6) Both Qudle and Thomasreport tha heasked, What did you go
outinto the desert to see? awind-shaken reed, oramanin
fineclothes? Qudle reportstha hesaid thisaboutY ohanan,
whereas Thomes reportsthat hesaid it in theabdract.

7) Both Qudle and Thomesreport tha hegave Y ohanan the highest
praise when hesaid, Amongthem that are born of women thereis
nonegreater than Johnthe Baptist. Both append the statement
tha onewhofindsthekingdomof God shdl be greater than John

8) Both Qudle and Thomesreport tha hesaid, Thefoxes have dens
and the birdshave nests, butthe son of man doesn®have any
place to lay his head.

9) Both Qudle and Thomesreport tha hesaid, Theharvest is plentiful,
butthelaborers are few.

10) Quédle and Thamas both report tha in hisingrucdionsto his
disciples, Yeshuasaid, Eat such thingsas are set before you,
and heal thesick amongthem.

11) Qudleand Thamas both report that Y eshuasaid, Seek and you
shdl find, for everyonetha seeksfinds knod, and it will
be opened, for to everyonetha knods it will be opened.



12) Quédle and Thomas both report tha he said, No onelights alamp
and hidesit unde abushd basket.

13) Quédle and Thamas both report tha Yeshuasaid, | came to set
fireto theearth, and | am impatient untl it be kindled.

14) They both report tha he blamed the Pharisees for hiding the key
of knowledgeand nether entering in themselves nor allowing
anyoneelse.

15) Both Thomas and Qudlereport tha hewas asked to compd someone
to dividethear inhaitance, and tha hereplied, Who mademe a
judgeor adivider over you?

16) Both Thomas and Qudlereport tha heurged nonanxiety: Take no
thoughtfor what you shdl haveto eat or to wear.

17) Quédle and Thamas both repart that Y eshuasaid, Thekingdomof God
will notcome upondemand. Rather it isaroundyouand amongyou.

18) Both Thomas and Qudlereport tha hesaid that he had not come to
bring peace butdivision, and tha he predicted strife between
family members. But these latter wordsare aquottion from Micah.

19) Both Thomas and Qudlereport tha hetold the parable of theleaven.

20) Both Thomes and Qudlereport tha hetold the parable of the
wedding suppe.

21) Both Thomas and Qudlereport tha hetold them that if they did not
disown ther family, they could not behis disciple.

22) Both Thomes and Qudlereport tha hetold the parable of the
log sheep.

23) Both Thomas and Qudlereport tha hetold them, Thedayswill come
when you shdl desire to see oneof thedays of the son of man,
andyouwill notseeit.

24) Both Thomas and Qudlereport tha hetold them, Two people will
bein onebed, onewill live, and the other will die.

Thomas and M attheus

Thomas and Mattheus (the Matthean doaument or doacument M) also have some
sayingsand parablesin common.

1) They both quotke Yeshuaas saying, A city set onahill cannotbehid.
2) They each quotk Yeshuaas listing fasting, praying, and charity
as undesirable activities, and as saying tha you shouldn®I et
your right hand know wha your left handis doing.
3) They both give the quottion, Don® throw your pearls before the
pigs or what is sacred before thedogs
4) They both tell the parable of thewheat and theweeds
5) They both tell the parables of the pearl of great price,
and of thetreasure in thefield, and of the net full of fish.
6) They both quotke Y eshuaas saying, Come to me, for my yokeis easy
and my burden islight, and youwill find rest for yourselves.



7) They both quoe Y eshuaas telling them, Y ou bewise as serpents
and harmless as doves.

8) They both quote Y eshuaas saying, Any plant not planted by God
will bepulled up and will perish.

9) They both report a statement aboutmany being left ouside and
not everyonebeng allowed to enter.

Condusgon

Fromthese observationswe are in a better postion to assay the authenticity of sayings
and doingsin thegogds. If apassageisfoundin three or more indgpendent sources, it
can betaken as having a high degree of certainty. If apassageisfoundintwo
indgpendent sources, it can betaken as having a high degree of probability. If apassage
isfoundonly in onesource, it may bedoubkd, unlessit is congstent with other material
foundin other sources.

Thus when we are told that Y eshuaappeared on MountHermon with Moses and
Elijah, we do nothave to accept it, Sinceit is attested in only onesource. Butif we are
told tha Y eshuarefused to give asign, we can bdieve that hgpopened, sinceiit is attested
in two sources, even if we are unaertain as to whether he made an exception for thesign
of Joneh. Andwhen we aretold tha Yeshuasaid, No prophéd is appreciated in his
hometown, we can bdieve that with some certainty, sinceiit is attested to in three sources,
in fact, in four sources. Mark, Qudle, Thomes, and thegogd of John.

But if we aretold tha Y eshuadrove the moneychangea's out of thetemple, we can
bdieve tha butwith some hesitation, since it is attested to in two sources, but with
congderable differences: Mark reportsit on Y eshua® entrance into Jerusalem, whereas
Johnreportsit at the beginning of his career onthefirst of four visits to Jerusalem; Mark
reports Y eshuaas quoing exactly from Isaiah and Jeremiah, but Johnreports Y eshuaas
claiming tha thetemple is his own father® house and changes the word GobbesOto
QnerchantsQ And when we are told that Y eshuatold a parable abouthow no onewould
bdievein asign such as someonerising fromthe dead, we do not have to bdieve tha,
sinceit is attested to in only onesource; but we can accept it neverthdesssinceit is
congstent with hisrefusal to peform asignfoundin two other sources.

Similarly, when we are told tha hetold a parable abouta Samaritan rescuing a Jew
who had been beaten by robbes, we do nothave to bdieve thd, since it is attested to in
only onesource; buttill we can accept it because it is consstent with his teachingstha
we should love our enemies, and the Jews congdered the Samaritansthar enemies.

And we do not have to accept John®telling ustha Jesus claimed al his healingsand
miracles as signs when both Mark and Qudletell usthat Yeshuarefused to perform a
sign,and Qudle tells usaparable abouthow no one would be convinced by a miraculous
sgnanyway. Furthermore Mark and Quelletell usrepeatedly tha Yeshuatold those
who were hedled to Qo and tell no oneQ and, Gt is your own faith tha has healed youQ
both of which refute any reports tha Jesus claimed his healingsas signs



Thoughts o the Ante Nicene Fathey

Tom Hutton

When | was asked to write this essay aboutapproximately 8,000 pages of pre-
Coundl of Nicea (325A.D.) Christian writings my first thoughtwas that | hadn® taken
any notes while reading them. My memory was reasonably fresh, since | had jus
conduddl this three year effort, butnottotally trusworthy. | had been reading for
persond enlightenment, notexegesis. My secondthoughtwas my difficulty in answering
the question: QVha have you learned from this?0

If thereader will remember theformer, | will attempt to informally answer the
latter.

First, some background TheCoundl of Niceais oneof thesignificant eventsin
thehistory of Chrigtianity. It wasthefirst general counal of theentire, undivided
Church, thefirst to formally articulate a dodrine (the naure of Jesus), and thefirst to be
assodiated with an explicit statement of beiefN the Nicene Creed. So, it isagoodpoint
to demarcate a historical period.

Thefirst three divisonsof Christian writingsare:

The New Testament, based uponthetestimony of those who persondly witnessed
Jesus and continuing until roughly 70A.D.;

The Apodolic fathers, derived from those who had persond knowledgeof the
Apodles, continuing until circal10A.D.;

The Ante Nicene Fathers, harsto theteachingsand experiences of the prior
generation and reporter of the development of the Church until the Nicene Counal.
Some were saints, some bishops some later condemned as heretics. All contribute to the
history of the Church longbefore thefirst Church history was written by Eusebiusin the
fourth century.

| undetook reading them for three specific reasons

| wanted to undestand what the early church wasreally like, not wha
contemporary denominaionsand theologiansthoughtit waslike. 1 wasn®looking for a
Qog ChristianityObecause if it@really logt, wha@ the point? | thought and think, that |
probably undestoodthe New Testament as well as1@®n goingto in thislife, athough
each reading still gives new indght 1@ already read the Apogolic Fathers butthey®e
fairly briefN afew hundeed pages.



My secondreason was to identify where the legitimate descendent of the origind
church was today.

My third reason was to investigae the claim of the Roman Catholic Church tha
papd infalibility and thelegitimacy of its non-scriptural bdiefs, practices and dodrines
are based uponOrraditiongthat are notrecorded in the Bible. This, of course, was one
of themajor issues of the Reformation, with the Roman Church alleging that tradition
had equd weight with Scripture and the variousProtestant reformers rejecting tradition
entirely or accepting it only insofar asit is based on or doesn®contradict Scripture,
Certainly it isreasonable to assume tha mog of what Jesussaid and did is not recorded
since His earthly life spanned 33 years and the New Testament is only 6000r so pages.
Plus Johnstates that all the booksin theworld coudn®hold all tha Jesussaid and did. |
don®take that literally, butl think | undestand his point.

| only patialy answered thefirst question. In these difficult-to-read 8,000-plus
pages is nowhere founda detailed explanaion of how the Church(es) fundioned ona
daly basis, which EusebiusChistory didn®answer either.

My answer to my second question really disturbsme. | nowhere see a Church or
denominaion, whatsoever, tha accurately reflects my undestanding of the Qrigind O
church, but! hopeno onewho readsthis takes my word for it. | haven®drawn any
inferences yet and |®n nottryingto prosalytize.

Andto my third question, | see nobasisat all for any of thelater claims of the
Bishopof Rome (now called (hope) althoughtheterm is nowhere used in the New
Testament or the Ante Nicene Fathers) to Churchwide authority or infallibility. This
absenceis congstent with Peter@ own words and actionsin the New Testament. | was
somewhat surprised at this because | thoughttha the OrraditiongDaboutthe Roman pope
would have at least some basisin history. But | conduded that it realy isn@surprising
tha the early Bishopsof Rome would not assert any authority which Peter himself didn®
think hehad (nordid Paul). Thed€finitive event, or non-event, isthat the Bishop of
Rome didn®call the Coundl of Nicea, chair it or even attend it. It was convened by the
Emperor and the majority of attendess were what would now be called Eastern Orthodox

So, what did | find, or think | found? Here are the (to me, at least) significant
condusons

1. Discipling within thehierarchy of Bishop, Elder and Deacon, seemed to be
extremely authoritarian, athoughbecause of the authoritarian nature of theera, it
is difficult to make comparisonsto today. Butthereisno questionthat the
Bishopsruled with greater authority than in any of the Protestant or non
denomnaiond churches of today. However, thereis notadirect correlation with
the contemporary Roman Catholic system either, and probably notthe Orthodox,
because EldersN not (oriestsN and Bishops were elected, not appointed. An
elected official isfundamentally different from an appointed one Thedeaconae



seemed to have real power and significance, rather than being a stepping-stoneto
highe office.

. Formal forgiveness of sin and readmission to congegationd life was a major
undetaking. | thoughtit was a stark contrast to the immediate unconditiond
forgiveness which Jesus gave so often and urged othersto doaswell. | saw no
evidence of GConfession®to a presbyter or an assumption that thelocal cleric has
theauthority of forgivingsins Theemphasis seemed to be onimpressing the
congregation tha therepentance was sincere. 1@n not sure what all thesinswere
that called for severe punishment but some involved denying thefaith while being
persecuted or tortured.

. Abortion,in thefew ingances when it ismentioned, is unanbiguousy
condemned.

. TheFourth Century Church seems to have been composed of a magjority of
congregaionswhich today would be Eastern Orthodox. Thisisn®@surprising
given tha theoldest Old Testament text iswritten in Greek, asisthe New
Testament. And, with the exception of Romans, which Paul addressed to
Chrigtiansat Rome but notther Bishop,all of hisletters showtha the earliest
churches were Greek. It makesthe nane Roman Universal (Catholic) Church
soundpeculiar.

. Women were ordaned Deacons butnot Presbyters or Bishops No writings
which | have found through325, were written by females.

.| think tha Jews continued thar persecution of the Church and ingigated the
Roman authorities for hundeds of years, but| wasn®specifically focusng on
this. It would certainly explain the Christian reciprodty when thetables were
findly turned.

. Extremetorture of Christians incredibly crud andterrifying, seemed to befairly
common. One@ senstivity becomes almost numbed by the many people known
to thewriters and named by them, who were tortured to death. It makesthe
Inquisition less surprising if onethinks of GChristiansQ or at least Roman
Catholics, asthe cultural descendants of Roman pagans 1®n notaware of similar
behavior in Eastern OrthodoxChristianity.

Theearly Christianswere brave, dedicated, unampromising men and women.

. | couldn®come to any conduson on adult versusinfant baptism, but there
seemed to bealengthy period of preparation before bgptism, which would
precludeinfants from being bgptized. More significant, | thought was tha
Church baptismal procedure and forgiveness of sin both deviated significantly,
after afew centuries, fromwhat we find in the New Testament.



10.

11.

There were noingances of prayersto Mary, the Mother of Jesus nor to any
saints. | don@recall any mention of statues.

| foundno claim for any significant Qraditions) other than perhgps baptism and
forgiveness of sins notcongstent with the New Testament. The Christian writers
of thefirst 3 centuries quoted scripture as frequently as the Protestant Reformers.

I cannotprovethe nonexistence of any suppo®d traditiond bdiefs and practices
only because of ther absence in theliterature, but it seems to me they couldn®
have been very important to have escaped any notice or doaumentation.

| was amazed at the number of extremely bizarre heresies, which were explained
at length andrefuted in paingaking detail. Some were almog impossible for me
to undestand, unlike any pagan or non-Chrigtian literature or methodobgy with
which | am familiar. A few involved thenaure of Jesus; some involved the
naure of matter itself and are relevant today.

Thefragments of the Apoayphd or Gnogic writings seemed obvioudy

counerfeit, suppoting theearly Church®@ postionthat it used vaid criteriain
establishing the Canon.

In conduson, | think thereading of the Patristic writingsis of valueto any

seriousinquirer into Christian beliefs. | don® maintain tha any of my interpretations
are accurate, but1®n willingto debae or discuss them with anyonewho undetakes
the same exercise which | did.



Jesus, Servant of GoysN A Modernist Appreciation

Robeat Dick

Introdudion

My rolein this essay will notbethat of a scholar or scientist who mus deduae
provable assertions butrathe as an intelligence andyst who mug deduce systematic
unproveble condusonsfrom incomplete and sometimes false information, in theface of
hitherto successfully-kept secrets.

First, some assumptionsl reject:

¥ Theeventsrecountd by the Greek Bible were always jud as they appeared to
contemporary witnesses. On thecontrary, while Jesusnever lied, hewas
systematically silent aboutsome factsin order to protect the secretly righteous

¥ Jesus, like many of hisinterpreters, had a parochia mindset. On thecontrary, he
lived and acted in themos mgjor crossroads of theworld.

¥ Jesuswasnotrationd. Onthecontrary, heimplied tha Godthe executiveis
never divided agang God thelegidator. Also, hewas capéable of learning from
experience, cutting down trees that bore no goodfruit.

Let meillugrate how undestanding secrets can providerationd explanaionsfor
seeming miracles:

In the battle of Midway in World War |1, when American divebombers | eft ther
carriersto attack the Japanese fleet, they headed out in adirection differing from the
bearing of thar targets. Yet they hit thar targets anyway, and from an unexpected
direction.

For many years this appeared to beamiracle. Then it wasreveaed tha those
divebombers carried some of thefirst airborneradars. Miracle explained.

Some Miracles Explained

JesusOmiracles of healing were often ways to et sinne's repent withoutrevealing
ther sins Hisfirst miracle, turning water into his hos@ best wine at a wedding feast,
was from dedudng tha his hog had disguised tha wineas water. Note wha hedid not
dothen: hedid notexpose his hog to condemnation for his deception.

Once hehad areputation as a miracle worker, Jesus could then perform miracles
of healing to free malingeers fromther deceptions, withoutrevealing those deceptions
Evidence:



¥ Theewasnordiable art of diagnodsin Jesustime.

¥ Even thoughheappeared to heal many bodies, Jesussaid that healing souls was
more important than healing bodies.

¥ Often those he hedled told him in advance tha hecould heal them.

¥ Often Jesustold those hehedled tha ther sins(such as malingeing) were
forgiven. Why? Because they repented.

¥ Jesussaidtha thereisgreat joy in heaven over snne's who repent.

¥ Tho% heheded were sometimes ungrateful later. Why? Because then they had
to earn thar livingin spite of being weakened by idleness.

¥ Jesusimplied tha therighteous but previoudy idle, could have great charisma
when seeking employment, likethelilies of thefied.

The secret to Jesus surviving his crudfixionisthis: He got Roman soldiersto
arrangeit. After al, whowould know more aboutsecretly surviving cruafixionsthan
men who had carried outthousndsof them? Thekey to undestanding this was supplied
by Hyam Maccoby, who showed in his book Revolution in Judaea tha the Romans
arrested Jesusat thefall festival of Sukkot, hdf ayear before they crudfied him, at
Passover. Thushehad timeto plot with sympathetic Roman soldiers, such asthe
centurion who financed a synagogueand whose servant Jesushedled. Note tha the
centurion who supevised his crudfixion openly called Jesusthe Son of God at tha time.
Andwha would bemorefitting, accordingto thecrud PontiusPilate, than making
sympathizers execute Jesus?

Jesus Was Not Insane

Before his arrest and crudfixion, Jesusopenly aspired to become thegreat king of
the Jews prophesied by Zechariah. According to this prophe, great miracles would
announe the beginning of this king@ reign, induding two mighty streams gushing forth
in two directionsfromthe Mountof Olives. Also, the succession of day and night would
cease at tha time, and there would be perpetud twilight (thelast day). These events
would so overawe the goyim tha all nationswould accept the leadership of the great
king.

To modens al this soundsinsane, but remember that in the hygeriainducd by
Roman oppression, it seemed likely to many people. Jesusimplied tha this tree had
bomenofruit, and his Master wanted to cut it down, buthe, Jesus asked for onemore
chance. | say tha Jesustook tha chance. But when thetree still did not bear fruit, Jesus
then rgjected it.

But Jesus like all goodkings had afallback strategy. He would convince some
goyim to spare hislife, in return for his promise to do the goyim generally agreat service.
He succeeded. Of course, he had to keep his survival a secret fromthe Roman rulers,
even thoughhe showed himself aliveto hisfollowers.



Saul/Paul was afollower of the Temple priests, who bdieved tha animal sacrifice
could make a sinne rightwith God. Thisin spite of a prophé saying, for God, Q will
have mercy, and not sacrifice.O Jesus strongly opposed the Temple. For ingance, he
commented on a poorwidow donding two mites to the Temple treasury. Thiswasa
goodexample of his denundation (suppogdly of the Pharisees) that they Qlevoured
widowsChouses.O Both Jesus and the Pharisees bdieved strongly that the treasury should
have given to thewidow, nottaken from her. Furthermore, Jesuswas violently opposd
to theidea of the Temple followers tha access to God requires money (to purchase
sacrifices). Thiswaswhy he physcally attacked the moneychange'sin the Temple
courtyard. Furthermore, the Romanshdd the Temple hogage so tha thepriests and
ther followers became Roman collaborators.

After the Crucfixion

ThusSaul/Paul physcally attacked JesusOfollowers. Then Jesusshodked him
into repenting by confronting him persondly, and suggesting areligion to him that he
could endorse, yet that answvered mog of JesusOobjections Thereby Jesus showed great
lovefor his enemy, an activity seemly absent (for Jesus) in the Greek Bible. Thisreligion
would:

Preach the sacrifice of Jesus notanimals.

Have no physcal basistha could be hdd hogage
Have no hereditary postionsof hona.

Redeem JesusOpromise to his Gexecutionas.O
Require no money for accessto God

Be open to Jesusteachings even thoughPaul wasn®

KK KK KK

Jesus persondly wrote thefirst Gogpd, the now-lost Gogpd of Q. It was later los
because Jesuswroteit in Hebrew. It described, amongother things howto make onesalf
valueble to oned oppressors, thereby turning them intro exploiters, hdping onesurvive.
Thisiswhy theethics of the Sermon ontheMountseem so terrible. Jesusdid not
advoaate submissionto evil, as some claim. He advocted waysto befriend sheep in
wolvesCrlothing, as sheep amongwolves are likely to be. He discussed many wise
thingsin thisbook For my view of his teachingsto the goyim, search the Web for my
pen name of Dusy Hesed.

Condusgon

It isnoaccident tha themodean world daes its origin fromthe birth of Jesus
Jesus, with his charisma, hiswisdomin Q, and thereligion heingired Paul to found
revolutionized theworld. He Get theworld onfire.O We have nat yet seen theend of
thisfire, if, indeed, we ever will.



Did Monotheism Take Root in the Hebrews Due to
the Politics of Imperial Egypt? A Contrarian View

Andrew Beckwith

As of the last hunded years, scholars have debated at length wha precisely
initiated the turn to monothesm in theandent Hebrew nation. Thereasonsfor asking this
question ddve into what makes the Bible so compdling a story even to those who
disbdieve in the divinity of Christ, but who are enamored of the particulars of the origins
of monotheastic practices. And this turn to monahdasm had revolutionary implications
with regard to therole of religion and subjects of a God-king who allegedly was a stand-
in representative of heavenly ddties.

Even with this evolution (revolution?) to monothesm, oneshould never forget the
al-too-cynical but accurate observation that Qhos who have the Gold, make the rules.O
The GGoldOin this case beng indigenous networking within a sodiety, and built-in
cultural reinforcement of soda noms which reward members of sodeties for kicking a
dollar to thein-hous dedties.

This has been an organized racket since Thutmose I11 of Egypt madethe Egyptian
religious authorities guadians of al the loot the Egyptian armies stole from thear
conquests all the way up to southern Turkey in about 1470 B.C. or s0. The Priests sat
upona mother lode of loot worth in today@ currendes close to several hunded million
dollars, and used it to enrich their religiousGchoolsOand temples.

Ever since then, this aliance between aleged (Blessed by GodOrulers and a
Qemple diteOhas been an immoveble fixture in religious econonic and sodological
dynamics. But the Egyptiansgotit up to a fine pitch 3500years ago. This makes it al the
more remarkable that a small tribd nation, the Hebrews, made such a decisive break from
wha amounted to an unholy alliance of convenience between a God-king, priests, and the
spoils of war fromimperial conquest.

Propagandareinforcing this convenient triad of corruption reached its epitome in
the aftermath of theflight of the Hebrews from Egypt For what it is worth, the battle of
Kadesh between Egypt and the Hittite empire lead to the first verifiable extradition treaty
between two naions and a mutud pact of mutud aid and alliance againg what was seen
as a new kid on the block, namely the Assyrian empire, which even at that date was a
seriousthreat to both Hittite and Egyptian military garrisons

Mora: The andents, albet far inferior to us in technology, were every bit as
smart as we are in geopolitics and in the legerdemain of state craft. Some of the early
rulers could teach GWB athing or two.



If statecraft and sodologica common sense lead to such a smooth running
system, then why would anyone in his or her right mind at that time, thousndsof years
ago, invest time and energy in monothestic practices?

My own studies indicate that the Hebrews, in a more polythe stic mindset, existed
before the heretic Pharaoh Akhenaen, but tha it took Egyptian heresy verging on
sodological geniusto accelerate the procession to monothesm.

It is entirely possible tha the patriarchy of Abraham was a catch-all for a typical
Middle Eastern proto-naion about2500B.C. or so, and tha members of this tribe settled
in Egypt, with a time line roughly congruent to Hebrew accouns. Tha, | bdieve, is not
impossible at all.

| bdieve tha the Old Testament is, in some respects, amazingly accurate as a
historical memory, butit conveniently leaves outtheintrigueand theraw thirst for power
leading to monohe sm, which was initially rank heresy in the Middle East.

However, it took political expediency to changethis typical proto-Middle-Eastern
grouping to become the Hebrew, the at-the-time GnsaneObdief system of Aten asthesun
God and Egyptian in-fighting leading to an Egyptian prince hijacking the descendents of
the Hebrews as his GlockOdueto thein-fighting occurring during thereign of Ramses 1.

A contrarian view of the origin of the Hebrews, Egypt, and the restoration of old
Egyptian religion in the New Kingdon® | think it is long overdue and explains much of
the situaion leading to the unique naure of the Hebrew legacy which affects our
worldview today so profoundly.

It is notappreciated, but Ramses Il was declared aliving god as of the 30th (or so0)
year of hisreign. An actud living deity and a God in his own right Only two Pharaohsin
Egypt@ history were so defied in aceremony during their reign.

This was &fter the throughpurging of the monoheistic heresy of Akhenaten, and
his sun cult, which effectively Ie:ad to the dismantling of Egypt@ empire and its
incomplete restoration in Ramses 11@ campagnsin Lebanon.

To wit, beng aliving God lead to a specia place in purgatory for his sons who
were not accorded theusud hierarchical place in Egyptian nobility. And Ramses 113 sons
were not accorded the usud rites of passage of dead Egyptian nobility to the afterlife,
since aliving God was not suppo®d to have flesh-and-blood descendants.

Sucker bet: Oneof Ramses I sonstook the ancient Hebrews unde hiswing (they
very well may have induded Hittite daves captured by Ramses Il during the Kadesh
engagement) and took them out to the sea of Reeds where he ambushed yet another of



his brothers, killing him, and leaving him with no choice but to lead his flock into the
Sina to escape Egyptian judice.

Were Akhenaen® rogue religion, a dissatisfied, outof-place prince, and a
murderer of his own next-of-kin thegenesis of my forefathers 3000+years ago?

Entirely possible. Poignant too. And it also opens up the question of how
expeadiency, political and otherwise, leads to the formation of religious offshoot which
have unexpected consequences, even in moden-day sodety.



The Gospel According to Judas

Kevin Langdon

There have been anunber of news stories recently aboutthe discovery of a
previoudy-unknown Gospd manusript in Uppe Egypt. The manucript was foundin
thelate 19708butits significance has only recently been recognized. It isanew God,
the story of Judas from avery different point of view from tha expressed in the canonical
Gogods.

From a story onthe Al-Ahram webste
<http://weekly.ahram.org.eq/2006/790fr2.htm>, dated April 2006

According to the Gospel, Judasreceived 30 piecesof silver for the act of
betraying Jesus to Romansoldiersby identifying him with akiss. Later the guilt-
ridden Judascommitted suicide. However, the Gospel of Judasidertifieshim as
ChristOdavourite disciple and depicts his betrayal asthe fulfilmert of his mission
to enalde the crucifixionN and thus the ChristianmovemertN to take place. The
text quotesJesus assaying to Judas Orou will exceedall of them [the other
discipleq for you will saaifi ce the manwho clothesme O

Themanuript exhibits adistinctly Gnogic, world-and-body-denying worldview
and exalts Judas as the disciple who best undestoodtheam of his Master, involving a
necessary sacrifice.

G.I. Gurdjieff was bom in theregion between the Black and Caspian seas which
had been on major traderoutes for thousndsof years and amongtheresidents of which
were represented practitionas of many andent and largdy extinct traditiond teachings
induding some in theGnodic tradition. Thefollowing passageis strikingly aligned with
thefindingsdescribed above As Gurdjieff himself pointed out, traditiond teachingsare
frequently passed on by word of mouth rather than in writing.

From Beelzebub’s Tales to His Grandson (All and Everything, first series), by G.1.
Gurdjieff, pp. 739-40:

GAnyone wishing to draw knowledge of the truth from the present version
of this Holy Writ will arrive at the conviction, which wil | become fixed in his
essence, that this Judas was the basest of all conceivable beings, and a
conscienceless, doublefaced traitor.

@ut in fact, not only was this Judas the most fait hful and devoted of all
the close followers of Jesus Christ, but it was solely thanks to his Reason and
presence of mind that all the acts of this Sacred Individual could produce that
result which, if it did not lead to the total destruction of the consequences of the
properties of the organ kundabuffer in these unfortunate three-brained beings,
was nevertheless, during twenty centuries, the source of nourishment and
inspiration for the majority of them, and made their desolate existence at least
alittle endurable.O



An Encounter of the
Highest Order of Magnitude

Ta Brooke

| wondeed, Os thiswha hagppenswhen theloneself encounters the Holy?0

| wasin ahotel room in South India, having spent two years pursuing various
high-octaneforms of yoga By naural bent | was amystic, anondudist advaitin. |
origindly went to Indiato join the RamakrishnaVedanta Sodety in Bengd, with aletter
from thehead swami in Londonadvocating | undego sanyas and indusoninto the
order. But after agrim visit to Calcutta my joumey quickly detoured and | encouniered
Krishnamurti (ononeof hislast India tours), Mahaishi, Chinmayananda Muktananda,
andfindly Sai Baba High adventureN tha was now tumningto dusg.

On embaking to Indial bdieved tha my generation would turbochargethe
process of congiousess expanson, tha those of uson the mystical frontier would boog
humen conssiousess up the eevator shaft to its uppe limitsN nirvana It was a chdlenge
tha madethe church onthecorner seem dead, irrelevant and boring, as pastors muttered
platitudes to thar deeping flocks.

Having grown upin an athestic family, fromtheage of seven | had been left to
my own resources in what became alongtruth quest to apprehend redlity.

Now | was undegoing an improbéable and unwelcome convasionto afaith | had
mocked for years. Christianswere easy targets. Y et an unexpected encounter andthe
congequent changes within me proved very hard to dismiss. Something unexpected had
stopped me onwha had been afast-track road to enlightenment with al the attendant
bdls and whistles (kriyas, out-of-the-body experiences, etc.).

Two edely Christian missionaies had crossed my pah. They had lived in India
for over thirty years. At first | was off-handedly bluntwith their GharrowOvision of
reality, ther OneagerQintellectud grasp of the big picture. But they had a depth of
character, an invisible source of lovetha | had never seen before. They were humble,
pure and reverent souls. Thelightwithin them was very different fromthelight tha was
in me. Another presence was QvithOthem. | wanted to look the other way, but seemed
caughtupin atimeless sceneplaying once agan.

When Jesuswould enter a public place, the people of his day became ingantly
divided. Ther reaction to him was explosve and indantaneous It seemed the sheer
magnitudeof his presence demanded arespon. It was amog impossible for anyoneto
st onthefence, looking directly at him while remaining indifferent. There was notime
for diplomacy, equivocation, or compromise.



And now this was hgppening to me. Two intense yearsin India culminaingin a
hugechoiceN a coamic decision with staggeing consequences which | had never planned
on.

QVho doyou say tha | am?Orang outin my mind.

| was knedling in ahotel roomswesting. There was a tangible presence tha | can
only call grace. Loveof thedespest and mog familiar kind was pdpéble. | had to
respond. This could not beddayed any longe.

| had been so invested in themystical pah tha | had flown to Indiaon a oneway
ticket. | had arare residence permit, amos impossible for Americansto obtain apart
from the favor of someoneof influenceN in my case, aworld-class guru and a State
Governor. | wasin theinne circle of India@ preeminent godren whomthe nation
bdieved to bean Avatar. His claimsto divinity were ungbashed.

Yet | had foundavery dak sideto him. It resurrected tha old issue of the dudity
of goodandevil that | had thoughtl had resolved onae and for al usngthepurest
Vedantic monism. It had made utter sense for years. But now something was telling me
otherwise.

Again, the question: QVho do you say tha | am?0

It wastha othe avatar, Jesus Christ, bringing up tha greatest stcumbling block of
al, especialy to those of usonthe mystical pahN his claim to utter exclusvity. | had
watched thetwo missionaies closely for six monthslooking to expose them or see them
falter. They didn®. Thar loveand purity of heart were real. | could twist them in knots at
timesin ourdiscussions Then in utter inno@nce they would utter averse of scripture
and it would stop me dead in my tracks like hurtling into astonewall, thewords entering
deep within me. It was this other God talking.

| thoughtl had resolved the dudity of goodand evil. My andogy had been tha
the cogmoswas like white lightemerging from a prism in a multi-colored spectrum. Out
of oneness came the multiplicity of theuniverse. Backing it up throughthe prism agan,
all the multiplicity resolved as one all oppostes, goodand evil, merging.

Now evil had appeared again and thistime it was not so easily explained away as
anilluson. Thewisp had alittle too much subgance to it. Longstory.

QVho do you say tha | am?0

| recalled thescenein Ben Hur. Theman giving him water and staring at the
Nazarenelike hewas looking at God, in utter aweN the human apprehending thedivine
We never see hisface, jus the man@ awe reflecting back.

Oh, sure, Jesuswas an avatar, but wha aboutthe others?



Youve invested years in them—from Krishna to Ramakrishna. What about that
spring day when you tasted enlightenment on that Virginia farm in the wilds? And the
pundits and sastris from Benares Hindu University who declared your experience utterly
genuine? As did Maharishi, Sai Baba and others?

So why had it al turned to dug?
ara . .., whosay youtha | an?0

The choice was before me. It had theweight of theuniverse behindit. | knew that
it would require all that | had to answer tha question honestly, no veering away or
grabbing at some convenient distraction, jug a blunt honest answver from the core of my
being. | sensed it was themog codly step of my life as| respondel.

Orou are the Christ, Jesus Christ, and the only true Messiah in the history of the
world. You are the son of God.O

Then | wept as| foundmyself praying.

An indescribable weight was lifted from me, onetha | had carried for so long.
Gonein a moment. Much more detectable now that it was absent. | stood up and felt
something almog aien duringmy yearsin IndiaN relief, hope joy, real joy.

Days later | stoodontheporch of themissionaies outsidethecity of Bangdore.
Our eyes met in a brief moment of silence. They knew. Not aword had been said. They
radiated joy, smiled, then wept.

On theplaneleavingIndial realized that anythinglessin magnitudewould not
have worked for me and | might still be straddlingthefence on adecision tha was both
incredibly hard and inaredible easy. My life changed.

Ta Brookehas authored nine booksof which two have been bestsellers, induding Avatar
of Night, his 400-page bookabouthis quest in India. His work has been recognized in
Marquis Who'’s Who in the World and Who'’s Who in America, Contemporary Authors
(Vol. 93-96), and The International Who'’s Who of Authors. He won three naiond EPA
First Place Awardsin thecritical review category after doing graduae work in theology
and philosophyat Princeton since histimein India. He has spoken seven times at
Cambridgeand four at Oxford, as well as at Princeton, Sorbonne and the University of
Edinbumgh.



Jesus Out of the Box

Rev. Dr. George Byron Koch

Mog Qalk of GodOand Qove of wisdomO(theology and philosophy) produees
wideranging debaes, shared ingghts, occasiond correction, and often astonishingly
bitter exchanges. Isthere actudly a God?Is Jesus God?Did he ever say hewas? Did he
actudly live? Did he say thethingstheBible says hesaid? Do Christiansrealy dothe
thingshe said they should? Does bdievingin Jesusget you into heaven? Does not
bdieving get youinto hdl?Isthere actudly alife after this onetha containseither a
heaven or ahdl? Did God make theworld from nathing in six days? IstheBible origind,
or jug arehash of Babylonian and other myths? What aboutBuddhsm? Tantra?
Scientology?Darwin? Fritjof Capra? Behe? Leisure suits and big hair?

For any of us the questionscome aboutas fast as sentences can betyped, maybe
faster. Theanswers come too, often at oddswith the maingream culture, with others,
even with oneself. They come sometimes striding arrogantly, sometimes sheepishly.
They grow complex and endless and fetid and make me jug want to gofishing. For fish.

But ingead 1®n gaing to write about Jesus
| hopeabit out of thebox

Jesus had onecertain kind of encounterN probebly many timesN that isrecited in
theBiblein three placesin dightly different forms. Rather than smply quote them here,
I tell thebasic story in some probable historical context, knowing that 1@n conflating
thoe that are recorded, and tha there were probably others similar to those as well.

| want to show how out-of-the-box JesusCteaching was, how it turned the
common wisdomupsdedown, and how it likely rankled and scanddized many in
religiousand political power. Thoughl am now a Christian and a pastor, thiswill notbea
Christian puff piece.

Thetime of Jesuswas atime of great rabbis, Hillel and Shammai mog notable
among many. Each of these had disciples, students, wholistened to every word andtried
to live as ther rabbi taught These disciples argued with each other about Scripture and
interpretation, and howto live.

Many Christiansbeieve that Scriptureis rightly undestoodjugt oneway, and that
it isimportant to learn and teach tha onerightway. Tha@ how best to undestand God,
they bdieve.

ThelongJewish tradition on Scriptureis the opposte. It holdsthat if we do not
argue then how do we give God achance to reveal Himself to us? If we do notwrestle
with what isin Scripture and how it appliesto ourindividud lives, if we don®©disagree



and dispute, how do we give God an openinginto our lives to show uswhat Hiswill is
and His pumposeis and His truth isN speaking to us throughtha Scripture? They bdieve
tha God would much prefer to have an argument with usthan to beignaed by us

So naturally thedisciples of Hillel and Shammai contested with each other, ingde
and outside of ther own groups Rigorousand often heated debate.

One of the debaed issues of theday was which of the commandmentsin the
Bible was the greatest. And it is likely with this ongoing sparring undeway tha this
question was broughtto Jesus He too was a respected rabbi with disciples, well-known,
popukr, aworker-of-miracles and maybe even the Messiah.

Remember that the Christian-Jewish divide had nat yet occurred (and didn®
because of Jesusbutrather because of Bar Kochbaonehundeed years later, but tha@®
another story). Thecircumstances are al Jewish. Thedebaersare all Jewish. The
traditionsand Scripture are al Jewish.

So, Rabbi Jesus which isthegreatest commandment?
His respone starts off well:

The first and greaes commardmert isthis, Or ou shall love the LORD your God
with all your heart with all your soul, with all your strength, and with all your
mind.O

Oneside might have cheered for this. There were other candidates: Have no
other godsbefore me.OMo not covet. 0G50 forth and subduethe earth.OAny of these or
others could be easily argued asfounddiond, first, the greatest. But Jesus picks thisone
from Deuteronory:

Deuteronomy 6:4-9 “ Hear, O Israel The LORD is our God, the LORD is one!
®> And you shall love the LORD your God with all your heartand with all your
soul ard with all your might. ® And these words, which | am commarding you
today, shall be on your heart; * and you shall teachthem diligertly to your sons
and shall talk of them whenyou sit in your house and whenyou walk by the way
and whenyou lie down and whenyou rise up. ® And you shall bind themasa
sign on your hard and they shall be asfrontals on your forehead ° And you shall
write them on the doorposts of your houses and on your gates

It isagreat choice. It follows the Shema (sh@-mé'): Hear, O Israel! TheLORD is
our God, theLORD is ond N which is still prodaimed by Jews worldwide today, and it
isfollowed by indructionsto teach it to children, and even to physcally bindit to
forehead and arm, and putit on doapods. Thistoois doneworldwideto this day.

So Jesuschose well, and those who heard him likely noddel appreciatively. But
then he started to talk seditioudy:



And the secand islike it, Or ou shall love your neighbor asyourself.OOn these two
commardmerts deperd all the Law and the prophets.

Now the nodding has probably stoppel and faces are getting puzzled and then red.
Thefirst makes sense. After al, it follows the Shema. It isrepeated many timesin
Scripture. But thesecondis plucked fromthe midde of thebookof Leviticus aongwith
commandsaboutbreeding cattle, Sande, justice and false testimonyN al important in
ther own rightN but this oneis Qike thefirst?0OBlasphemy! And uponthese two,
togeher, depend al the Law and the prophds? Scandd! Jesusis basically saying that
everything Jews bdieve about God® LawN and those who spesk for him (the prophés)
N are unde these two?

Thisis an equivalence tha was more than stunning, it was outrageous The
Source of Everything and be nice.OThe same? And both more important than everything
else?

Oneof thelisteners, alawyer, doesn®miss a beat (remember they all knew how
to arguewell, and conddered it a holy endeavor). He pushes back at Jesus CAndwhois
my neighbor?0Y ou can ailmog hear the QvhoGstretched out, and the edgein his voice.

Not trouble enough™ow comes the coup de grdce: Jesustellsthe story of the
Good Samaritan. The story is perhgosovely familiar to us and we missits offensve
pund. A Jewish man istraveling from Jerusalem to Jericho. He isrobbed and nearly
beaten to death and left at the side of theroad. A Jewish priest sees but avoidshim. A
Levite (also Jewish) does the same. Then a Samaritan sees him, has compassion,
bandages him up, takes him to an inn and pays for him to stay and be cared for urtil he
recovers (no hoitalsin those days).

Jesus then asks the lawyer: QWhich of thethree proved to beaneghbo?OHe
answers, O'he onewho showed mercy.OJesus says, (50 and do the same.O

Thiswas likely a moment of profoundawakening or angry recriminationsfor
those presentN because the Samaritanswere despised. They were congdered ritudly
undean hdf-breedswho worshipped Godin thewrong place and in thewrongway. The
favor was returned: the Samaritans despised the Jews.

Pick a place onthe planet today where neighboiing tribes, counties or religious
groupshae each other, where they are bitter enemies. Tha isthekind of example Jesus
chose for his story. It was repulsive, hideous despicable. It confronted and rejected all of
thevoca self-righteousess aboutneghborand enemy, usand them.

Moreover, Jesusaso said we are to love our enemies and pray for them, and that
it isnothing specia if wejud lovethos wholoveus Anybodycan dotha. But rather,
because thelove of Godfalsonall, notjug onthose whomHe approves, we are to love
everyonein this same way.




Thereisabit more here even than this, as pithy and out-of-the-box as it was and
isaready. Theword for love in both Hebrew (bA;a’,, ‘ahab in Leviticus) and Greek
(avgapa,w,,, agapao in Matthew), doesn®just mean Qvarm feelingsOthoughit can
indudetha.

Rather, theideain context is action for thewell-bang of another. Charity. Care.
Suppot. Effort. Expenditure. Crossing thedivideto bring healing, and intending well-
being and produdivity even for someonewho haesyou.

Let@ reflect on this. Jesuswas not stupidN that@® obviousfrom even the most
supaficia readingsof his exchanges with others. He was not a Pollyannaunable to see
trueevil. He clearly grew angry at people who cheated others, and even chased some of
them with awhip made of rope He hated hypoaisy, and sharply criticized thosin
power who used ther postionsto cheat or burden others. There was nothing artificially
sweet abouthim at all.

Rather, hesaid wha hebdieved he needed to say and willingly accepted the
consequences, which in theend induded being whipped and killed. A stand-up guy, who
saw wha didn®work and said so, and who saw wha needed to be different and said so.

If we apply thisto Christians we see this: Everything Christiansbdieve hasto
stand unde these two commandments. Got your theology right, butddiver it in hurtful
and bitter rhetoric? Failsthetest. Got your Scripture quotes down pat, but use them to
manipulate or shame others? Failsthetest. Got your econonic theory, political ambitions
and military capabilities al lined up, and use them to dominate and take advantage of
others? Fails thetest. Obvioudy, we Christianshave failed thetest again and agan over
the course of two thousnd years. We still arefailing thetest. But we still have the
coung, theteaching, thewisdom We could start to apply it today.

Wha aboutits application to theworld, notjug the Christian subaulture? Wha if
this out-of-the-box approach were thoughtully (nat nasvely) and methodically applied to
real current enemies, persond or regiond?

For example (as oneof hundeds of obviousoppotunitiesin theworld) what if
the Prime Minister of Israel announed that his county intended notjud to allow the
Palestinians|and and self-government (while protecting the safety of thelsragli people),
butthat Israel would now dedicate itself to ther well-being?Would give real hdp with
condruction, water, farming, heath, eduction?Would take action for the well-being of
others, especially those called GnemyC?

Name the conflict, the combatants, thelocation, then think of anew way to anew
condusion, more than the simple Qvin-winQof negotiations more than discussing
enoughto know enoughto have better strategy (JohnNash), more than brilliant
manipulation (Machiavelli), more than an eye for an eye (equity, notrevenge), more than
The Art of War, butrather an intentiond strategy to improve an enemy®@ well-being. Tha
revolutionay approach isimplicit and explicit in wha Jesussaid and did.




Congde this: In smple econonic terms, effort spent on conflict and war does not
nomatively add to the ngt wealth of humankind (even factoring in technology
advancements and other byproduds). Effort spent to make others produdive (for ther
well-beng) does increase the net wealth of humankind.

Thislove-as-action is acommand tha Jesusput ona pa with thecommand to
love God, and He said everything else mug be under these two.

Regardless of who any of usbdieve Jesuswas (or is), thisis an insghttha could
changetheworldN if we would grasp it, and bewise and intentiond aboutapplyingit.

| pray tha it may beso. (Or, said in Hebrew and Greek: Amen.Q
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