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Til.. tToat (lifficiiKy in hamlliuy this cnmplpx problom is

the ilifT<.n.nt points of view from which llw cxtri'mfl oppoiionta
ami defoiidcrs of tlhristiaiiitj- take up the question.

Many on both siili's take up fh|. <|ucstion as if it involved
tfcc wholi- (pipstioii of K..|i)ri.,ri. The faet of the mattop is
that Christianity is only a Keiiiiion and a very indefinite Re-
lilfion at that. The central poinl in Christianity is, of course.the
person, character and leacl,iiiL-s of Jesus Christ. Some people
take up the rjuestion. "Was tiiero ever such a person as Jesus
Christ:" I shall attempt to piuve that there never was .sueh
a person as the ('hrist of the Cliunh—The only begotten Ron
of God Who bi'canio man and was ..<aeriti(«d as an atonement
for the transirressioii of tl>,- law of flod by the human race.
That there was a certain pirson aie! that his name was Jesua
aiid that he was put to dcalli niiiy l,e •janted for the folIowinR
reasons: (1) That a so"icty ca!lii:i.' itself Christian exisled
shortly after the accepted date of the execution of Ji'sus may
he granted from the fact that early llnman historians referred
to the society ealled Christians and th" aecusai'.ona brouirht
acainst them. ' 2) Th<' e.\eiuiii.n of a person, aprain is a faet
much more capable of jiroof by ordjiary lejjal nethods than
th|. character, teachinirs and motncs of that person.

That we have no detinitc information about the character,
t^achintis or motives of Jesus may be proved as toUows:—
(1) The four Gospels contradict each other in many places.

(2) The Apocriphal New Testament which was just lu
authoritative in the early Chnrch as the accepted N'ew Testa-
ment, wouhl increase tlie number of contradictions. '.3)

From references in the writinps of the early fathers of the
Church to many other (Jospels and Epistles now Inst, w"e may
reasonably come to the conclusion tJiat if we had them in

addition to the accepted Gospels and the Apocriphal New
Testament the contradictions would be still more numerous.


