Was Jesus Perfect?

So today, somebody said to me, “There has only been one perfect man: Jesus Christ.”  And I didn’t really say much, because I was at school, but I wanted to say more.

Preface:  I feel that it is important for me to make certain preliminary statements:

1. I love and care about people.

2. I am not anti-Jesus.  I simply think most people don’t really know what they’re talking about when they make claims about Jesus.  I suspect, with reason, that the “real Jesus” was probably different in many ways from what most people think, and/or different from the orthodox “Biblical” versions of his life.

3. I am currently neither denying nor affirming that Jesus came back to life after being dead.

4. I am currently neither denying nor affirming the existence of (a) God(s) or the divinity of Jesus.

5. I merely wish to be an honest person.  I seek truth, and I wish for people to be fair, honest, open, and more thoughtful when they pursue religious subjects.  I wish to eradicate falsehood when it seems harmful, and I think there is too much deception and harm involved in most modern forms of Christianity.  It angers me that young people are taught to believe certain things without adequate reason(s). 

First, I assume that by “perfect,” the person means “flawless” and/or “supreme,” as opposed to the etymological meaning of the word – “thoroughly done, completed, finished” (based upon the Latin roots).

It seems to me that people who claim this as some kind of fact do not understand/know what they are really saying, and have not given it deep thought, but have rather accepted the hearsay which they have inherited through roughly 1,900 years of orthodox traditions.

To ‘legitimately’ claim that someone is/was flawless, you would obviously need to know quite a bit of information:

1. One would have to decide what the word “flawless” means.

a. What standard does one use to determine flawlessness?

i. The Mosaic law?

1. If so, are you sure?  

a. The Mosaic law says you can beat your slave, and that’s ok as long as the slave gets up before 3 days are over.  We do not now consider that a just law code, do we?

b. The Mosaic law says you should not work on the Sabbath day, the seventh day of the week (which is Saturday), not even to light a fire (Ex. 35:3) or gather wood (Num. 15:35), and that anybody who works on the Sabbath should be put to death (Ex 31:14).  Who now thinks that this has anything to do with whether a person is flawless? Christians do not even keep the Sabbath; they eventually changed the day of rest to Sunday (Constantine, AD 321), and even when some Christians observe Sunday as “holy,” they still don’t care whether they light a fire or gather firewood, and they don’t kill anyone for working.

c. In the Torah, it says at least 39 times how pleasing it is for Yahweh to smell the burning flesh of animal sacrifices as the smoke rises to the sky/heaven (ex. Lev 1:9, 13, 17).  I’m not sure I want to base my ideals or my standards of morality on a book containing such.

d. The Mosaic law thinks men shouldn’t trim the edges of their beards, and that it’s wrong to wear clothing woven of more than one material.  Who now considers this relevant to anything?  And one was not supposed to plant more than one crop in a field.

e. The Mosaic law is from Jewish mythology/legend, which is not necessarily historical or reliable .  The chronology of the Torah is out of sync with history anyway, including the legends of Egyptian captivity and the exodus and subsequent events.   The Torah is not necessarily as rational or worthy standard for determining one’s “flawlessness.”

f. I do not feel like making an exhaustive list of reasons at the moment.  But I can furnish more ‘evidence,’ if called upon to do so.

g. Even if perfection were limited to keeping simply “The Ten” commandments, then I would suspect that many people have gone through life keeping them.  But to me, that would not necessarily make them especially great or anything.

ii. Are physical standards included?  

1. If so, was Jesus the perfect physical specimen too?  

2. Is there evidence?

iii. Modern ideas of morality?

1. Whose ideas make the most sense, and who says so?

2. Morality is too often a matter of custom, as opposed to having a firm basis in logic/reason.

3. Most people seem mediocre (at best), to me, even though I find beauty in them. I do not trust their judgements on morality.

iv. Each individual seems to have his/her own ideas about morality/flaws/sins/etc.

b. Does “flawlessness” mean the absence of any error/ “sin”?  (If so, aren’t babies who die, flawless/ “sinless” too?  Or are you going to blame a baby for something a mythological Adam (dirt?) and Eve supposedly did around 4,000 BC in an old Jewish story?)  

c. Or does “perfect” mean he was the best possible specimen of humanity, impossible to be improved upon, even theoretically?

d. If someone can think of some way that the orthodox version of Jesus might have been a “better” person, would that rule out flawlessness?

e. Does Jesus’ allegedly calling a non-Jewish (‘Gentile’) woman a “dog” and telling her he was only sent to Jews count as a flaw?  (Mt 15:21-28)  To me it would, if it were true.  [I think this version of the story is only in one of the orthodox gospels, Matthew.  Mark 7:24-30 has a different version of the encounter and has Jesus speaking different words, although along similar lines – i.e. Jesus doesn’t sound quite as harsh.  Obviously, Jesus was misquoted by at least one gospel writer, huh?  This throws all quotes potentially into question.]

f. Does failure to be omniscient count as a flaw?  Does it count as something which could potentially / hypothetically be improved upon?  Or not?  (24:36  “No one knows about that day or hour, not even the angels in heaven, nor the Son, but only the Father.”
)

i. If Jesus supposedly IS God, according to orthodox teachings, why doesn’t he know everything “the Father” knows?

ii. Why do some manuscripts omit the phrase “nor the Son”?  (See footnote 1)  Did priests/ “insiders” start taking it out because they realized it caused doctrinal problems?  Was it contrary to the orthodox religio-political agenda?  Are the same people who manipulate texts the ones we trust to tell us the truth about Jesus?

g. According to Mark 10:17-18, when a man called Jesus “good teacher,” Jesus said, “Why do you call me good?  No one is good except God alone.”  

i. We don’t know whether Jesus really said this.

ii. If Jesus supposedly IS God, why does he contrast himself with God?

iii. Is Jesus here contrasting himself with God, and saying that while God alone is good, he himself is not “good”?

iv. Can Jesus be “perfect” without being “good”?  

2. To honestly and effectively say Jesus was “perfect/flawless,” one would have to know what Jesus’ actions were every single moment of every day and night of his life.  If one does not know absolutely everything Jesus said or did, i.e. his actions/words, is there any basis for saying all his actions/words were flawless?

a. People do not know for sure what all Jesus said or did.

b. All accounts of Jesus’ life are hearsay.

c. Accounts of Jesus’ life are unreliable and verifiably contradictory.

d. Some accounts of Jesus’ life and teachings were suppressed, and others were supported, in political struggles during the evolution of “Christianity.”  Are we to trust the motives of the men who compiled the list of acceptable orthodox versions – men we do not know, men who existed long ago?

e. Most people are only aware of orthodox versions of Jesus’ life.  There are other ancient versions.  See the Nag Hammadi Library, for example.

f. Most people have not thoroughly read or studied history or even the orthodox versions of Jesus’ life, before making claims about Jesus.

g. It is only fair to point out that Christian texts were written in a time when people apparently readily believed all kinds of amazing stories which would sound like make-believe to many modern people.  (This does not mean such stories were necessarily false.)  Quite common were beliefs in virgin births, the divinity or semi-divinity of great men, spirit-possession, the frequent intervention of gods in human affairs, the anthropomorphic nature of god(s).  Remember that this was still an age when people believed Greek, Roman, Hebrew, Egyptian mythology.

3. One would (because of the use of the present perfect tense in the original claim – action begun in the past and having continued up to the present) have to be able to show that Jesus is still perfect/flawless.

a. This must be extremely difficult.  I have never known a single person in my life who actually even knows Jesus at all, (at least the fundamentalist version of Jesus), despite the common claims to know him and have a “relationship” with him, and despite claims that he is still alive.  

i. If you claim that you know him and have “a personal relationship” with him, what evidence do you have to back that up?

1. Do you talk to him on a regular basis?

2. Does he ever talk back?

3. Can you even ask him simple/easy questions and get a clear response?

a. Ask him what he did from age 12 to age 30.  Aren’t you curious?  I would be.

b. Ask him what classes you should take next year.  Will he list a schedule for you?  Do you take his advice on what job(s) to pursue?

c. Ask him whether all the things people wrote about him in the orthodox versions of his life are true.  (Ask him how much of it is true.)

4. If he doesn’t talk back to you, should you really be claiming in front of people that you “know” him, “personally”?

ii. All the orthodox Christians I have met (including myself as a young man) do not know anything about Jesus at all except what they read in 1700-year-old books
 or what they hear from people.  This is not evidence of actually “knowing” Jesus, as a real person with whom one might have a real “personal” relationship.

4. One would have to have proof that not a single other human life has ever been flawless.  

a. Even IF I myself were to believe that no other humans have been “flawless,” I would have to admit that I don’t have all the possible evidence.  

b. For which task a person would, as before, need to set up standards for flawlessness, etc.

c. No Christian, whom I know, is aware of all the actions of all people in history.  So they have, so far, no proven basis for saying every other life has been flawed, or that Jesus was the “only” perfect person.  Theoretically, for all anybody really knows, there could have been several/many other flawless lives, depending on what standard one uses, I suppose.  There seems to be a lack of conclusive evidence, IF we are honest about the whole thing.  Maybe some hermit out in a forest somewhere never did anything “wrong”??  But I admit, this is all a pretty silly ‘debate.’

Assuming that the Jesus alluded to by Christian traditions really did exist, was a Jewish teacher, and was really crucified as a political trouble-maker, ..

1. How do you know Jesus was perfect?  Why do you believe it?

a. ..because you have heard other people say so?

i. Do you always believe what you hear?

b. ..because you have read so?  (which is the same as hear-say)

i. Do you always believe ancient texts?

ii. Are ‘early’ orthodox Christian documents reliable?

iii. Have you thoroughly examined these texts for yourself, or do you rely on other people to tell you what to think?

iv. Have you compared and contrasted all the texts with each other?

v. Have you compared Christian teachings/beliefs with other ancient teachings/beliefs?

c. Because it makes you feel good to believe it?

2. Were you with Jesus throughout his life?

3. Do you know what he did every moment of every day and night of his life?  If you don’t know every single thing he ever did, then you don’t know for sure that he never made a “mistake.”

4. Honestly, Are you afraid NOT to believe in orthodox Christianity because you think God will not love you otherwise?

a. Today, September 19, 2005, a young man told me that he wanted to go to church more because he had seen the movie “The Exorcist” and was afraid of demons.  

i. Fear too often proves one of the most essential tools of religion and manipulation.

ii. Has this young man researched the subject of demon possession?  

iii. Is this guy a victim of propaganda?

iv. Do demons possess people?  How do you know, or know not?

b. IF God were going to refuse to love you or let you live with him unless you believe a certain doctrine/story, 

i. Wouldn’t that make “him” 

1. not a very good/nice being?

2. not a very good “father”?

3. less loving than my own parents, who love me regardless of my doctrines?

4. less loving than my own parents, who speak to me plainly/openly, face to face?

5. petty?

ii. Shouldn’t “he” at the very least provide you with reliable, un-contradictory evidence before making belief in a story a requirement for his love? ..proof so that you would know it’s for real?

1. Does “he” just get a kick out of seeing who will believe it blindly?

2. Isn’t it unfair to absolutely require belief in things that may seem suspicious, without giving more than hearsay evidence?

iii. Wouldn’t he have the decency first to speak to you himself about the matter, if it were that serious?

iv. What if a person cannot help doubting?

v. Would he prefer the blind faith of credulous people to the honesty, earnestness, and integrity of people who cannot make themselves believe, or who cannot help but doubt? 

c. Isn’t it ironic that orthodox Christianity claims to be based on love and not fear, yet so many Christians are full of fear?

i. When many Christians are honest, you find out they/we are not really sure about things, but they/we are afraid to “doubt.” 

ii. Many churches teach that people who doubt will “go to hell.”  These churches have plenty of support in orthodox scriptures.

d. If fear often comes from the unknown, then does fearing God mean one doesn’t know God?

i. Is it presumptuous to claim to know God?

5. If you don’t know for sure about such things, are you sure you should be making such claims in front of other people?

6. Did Jesus himself claim to be flawless?  Do we know?  How?

7. IF the Jesus was perfect, why don’t most Christians follow their own versions of his teachings?

a. “If your eye causes you to sin, gauge it out and throw it away” Mt 5:27-30; 18:9; Mk 9:47  “It is better for you to enter the kingdom of God with one eye, than to have two eyes and be thrown into hell.”  Also, if your hand or foot causes you to sin, cut it off.

i. ... However, I expect that most people would take this as hyperbolic rhetoric, not to be taken literally.  At least it is certainly more comfortable for Christians not to take this too seriously, I guess.

b. “If two of you on earth agree about anything you ask for, it will be done for you by my father in heaven.”  Mt 18:18.

i. If Christians really get everything they ask for, they/we should be asking for all kinds of good things, no?  It doesn’t seem to me like this is for real.

c. “If you want to be perfect, go and sell your possessions and give to the poor. ...  It is hard for a rich man to enter the kingdom of heaven.  Again I tell you, ...”  Mt 19:21-24

i. So I suppose that rich people are just giving lip service to Christianity, unless they are giving the majority of their money away.   ?

8. Do all Christians believe everything Jesus supposedly said in the standard Bible?

a. Mt 12:40 Jesus supposedly said he would spend “three days and three nights in the heart of the earth.”

i. There are not 3 nights from Friday to Sunday morning.

ii. Do people really still believe that hell is under the ground, like the Bible teaches?

iii. In the same passage, Jesus supposedly admits that he believes the Jonah story?  Do all Christians believe it?

b. Mt 24:30-31:  “... all the nations of the earth will see the Son of Man coming on the clouds of the sky. ...  his angels ... will gather his elect from the four winds, from one end of the heavens to the other.”  Mk 16:19  “...he was taken up into the sky/heaven”  (Also Acts 1, with context just a bit different)

i. Does “heaven”/the sky have “ends”?  Or is this an outdated ancient Christian belief in a flat earth and a sky of equal horizontal dimensions?  See also footnote
.

ii. If all the nations will see him coming in the cloud, does that mean the earth really is flat?  Will he go slow and take more than 24 hours to descend so that everybody gets a chance to see it?  Or will it be broadcast on satellite television, as the Pat Robertson and the 700 Club used to teach?

c. Mk 16:15-20 Jesus supposedly tells his disciples to preach “in all the world,” and that “whoever believes and is baptized will be saved, but whoever does not believe will be condemned.  And these signs will accompany those who believe:  In my name they will drive out demons; they will speak in new languages; they will pick up snakes with their hands; and when they drink deadly poison, it will not hurt them at all; they will place their hands on sick people, and they will get well.”

i. Are such signs still supposed to give proof of the story?  Did Jesus forget to put a time-limit on such phenomena, specifying that he only meant in the days of the Apostles?  If such signs do not occur now, does it mean people don’t have real faith anymore?  If Christians drink poison, will it not hurt them?

ii. What should we make of the fact that Mark 16:9-20 is not even part of every manuscript?  The NIV Study Bible (Zondervan, 1985) says that “The most reliable early manuscripts and other ancient witnesses do not have Mark 16:9-20.  If priests / members of the church were evidently altering their supposedly authentic texts, what does this say about the reliability of ancient sources or the reliability of the orthodox church members who claimed to have found/inherited such sources?

Also, “Christ” is not his last name.  It might be more meaningful to say, “Jesus, the Christ,” or “Jesus, the Messiah.”

This is all I have time to write tonight.  Is this a rant or what?

Sometimes I wonder whether it is worth it to be honest and point out things to people, risking the strong disapproval of all those who think it is somehow immoral to question what people say about Jesus.  Some people get so angry about it.  Also, I am aware of all the psychological turmoil I had to go through as a young man, believing the Bible, hoping to be a minister some day, and then finding out, through my own studies, just how much of my tradition was highly suspect, misconceived, or outright fraudulent.  But somehow I feel like I owe it to fundamentalists who are willing to listen.  I certainly felt often that I wished someone had shown me earlier the problems with believing orthodox Christianity literally.  I feel sorry for people who are brought up to believe in things blindly, without reason.  I feel sorry that so many people are unaware of the problems within Christian dogmas.  How can lies or a lack of honesty be anything but a chain around the necks of humanity?

I feel a little guilty for letting such a comment slide, both unchecked and undefended, since the comment was made in a class of at least a few non-Christians.  

I think such comments (as the one that sparked this journal entry) bother me so much because I know that I made such comments to people when I was a young man, and I know that I was rash and pretentious to make them (even though, I did not wish to be rash or pretentious).

I hope I am not rash and pretentious now.

I wish there were a way I could share these thoughts with the person who made the statement, without appearing antagonistic/harsh. ??    I mean well.   .. As did he!      : )

� Some manuscripts do not have “nor the Son.”  This is yet further evidence that early Christian priests were willing to change/modify/alter their documents in order to match their official beliefs.  This is in addition to the fact that they wrote many other texts not found in orthodox scripture, and attributed such texts to famous people within their tradition, such as Apostles, or even the Jewish Patriarchs.


� What’s even worse is that most Christians have never even read the entire Bible.  Yet they pretend to “know” something.


� The Bible teaches that just as the sky/heaven is above the earth, so is hell below/within the earth. Consider the following:   Mt 11:23: "You will go down to Hades." (also Lk 10:15);  Mt 12:40: "For as Jonah was 3 days and 3 nights in the belly of the sea creature, so the son of man will be 3 days and 3 nights in the heart of the earth.";  1Pt 3:18-20: "He was put to death in the body but made alive by the spirit, through whom also he went and preached to the spirits in prison who disobeyed long ago...";  Php 2:10: "at the name of Jesus every knee should bow in heaven and on earth and under the earth";  Eph 4:9-10: "What does 'he ascended' mean except that he also descended to the lower parts of the earth? He who descended is the very one who ascended far above all the heavens in order to fill all things.";  2Pt 2:4: "God did not spare the angels when they sinned, but sent them to Tartarus, putting them into gloomy dungeons to be held for judgement." (Tartarus is the lowest region of the underworld in Greek mythology.);  Rev 5:3: "no one in heaven or on earth or under the earth";  Rev 5:13: "every creature in heaven and on earth and under the earth and in the sea"





