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The Passion:  Did Jesus Exist?
Characteristic:  Authority of the Bible
Big Idea:  The crucifixion is not fiction.
Introduction:
(Transitional, animated Passion sequence with soundtrack goes here, right after worship ends.)
A.
Today marks the beginning of a series of messages addressing questions arising from the movie, The Passion of the Christ.  The questions are those I imagine skeptics may have.  We’re going to devote one message to each of five questions:  Did Jesus exist?  Was Jesus God’s Son?  Is Jesus the only way to God?  Why didn’t everyone recognize Jesus as Messiah?  And, did Jesus rise from the dead?
I realize I left out what may be the most common question among believers:  What’s up with Satan’s ugly baby?  I’m not sure.  For all I know, Mel Gibson may have been under contract to include at least one midget in the film (.

At first blush, the question we’re considering today—did Jesus exist?—may seem the least interesting, but it’s the most foundational, and it may be the question that Christians are least prepared to answer.
How would you respond to Jon Murray, former president of American Atheists?  He says,
There was no such person in the history of the world as Jesus Christ.  There was no historical, living, breathing, sentient human being by that name.  Ever.  [The Bible] is a fictional, nonhistorical narrative.  The myth is good for business (John Simon, “Who Was Jesus?”, Life, December 1994, quoting Jon Murray, President of American Atheists, p. 68).
You may say, “Well, the guy’s an atheist.  He’s on the radical fringe.  I don’t even know any atheists.  I’m in church for Pete’s sake!”  Okay, then how would you respond to Edward Boyd, who represents a more common viewpoint?  He says, 
Christians, especially the “born-again” types, are always quoting the Bible to back up their beliefs.  They justify their beliefs as absolute truths because “the Bible tells me so.”  All I can say is, by whose authority is the Bible granted this lofty position?

So you say that “history” proves that God loves us, and then you quote the Bible!  And I don’t blame you because that’s the only place you could ever find out anything about Jesus.  But it just doesn’t cut any mustard with me because I don’t accept the Bible in the first place (Edward K. Boyd, Letters from a Skeptic, 1994, p. 77).
You may say, “Well, the guy is probably uneducated.  He probably doesn’t know about all the good facts and arguments we have for the Bible.”  Okay, then how would you respond to Dr. Michael Martin?  He knows the facts and arguments.  Martin is Professor of Philosophy at Boston University.  He received his undergraduate degree in business from ASU, his Master’s in philosophy from U of A, and his PhD in philosophy from Harvard.  He’s no dummy.  In His book, The Case Against Christianity, he says,
I argue that a good case can be made that Jesus did not live in the first century and that recent attempts to refute this fail (Michael Martin, The Case Against Christianity, 1991, p. 14).

. . . there is good reason to reject not only Orthodox Christianity but even those versions of Liberal Christianity that assume that although Jesus was not the son of God he was an ethical teacher who lived in the first century (Martin, p. 67).
You may say, “Well, the guy sounds like one of a tiny minority of New England, liberal, anti-Christian, academics.  Besides, he got is undergraduate degree from ASU!”  Okay, then how would you respond to a preacher?  Dan Barker went to an evangelical college, Asuza Pacific University, and was a pastor of a Bible-believing Pentecostal church for seventeen years.  He now says,
In all the years I was a Christian minister, I never preached a sermon about the evidence for a historic Jesus.  There was no need for such a sermon.  I stood before many congregations and associated with many ministers, evangelists and pastors, and not one of us ever spoke about the possibility that Jesus was a fable, or that his story is more myth than history.
. . . I am now convinced that the Jesus story is a myth (Dan Barker, Losing Faith in Faith, 1992, pp. 359-360).

You may say, “Well, the guy didn’t go to seminary, and he was part of a denomination not known for careful scholarship.”  But the question remains.  Is the life and death of Jesus a matter of history or myth?  Is it fact or fiction?  This is a critically important question.

You may have heard the charges of anti-Semitism that have been leveled against the The Passion.  Many are saying it’s a bigoted portrayal of Jews.  Is it anti-Semitic?  It seems to me that a more fundamental question lies behind the charge of anti-Semitism:  Did the stuff in the movie really happen?  If the life and death of Jesus is a fact, and if The Passion is basically an accurate reenactment of that history, then I fail to see the anti-Semitism.  After all, we don’t generally consider dramatic reenactments relating to the Holocaust to be anti-German.  Why not?  Because we accept the Holocaust as an historical event from which we must learn.
If, on the other hand, the life and death of Jesus is a myth, and if The Passion simply perpetuates that myth, then charges of anti-Semitism are justified.  That anti-Semitism is an issue at all seems to bear testimony to the reality that we don’t all agree about the historicity of Jesus.
For our purposes today, I want to set aside the issue of the resurrection because, for many, believing in the resurrection of Jesus requires a greater leap of faith than simply believing in His life and death.  I will deal with the resurrection in the last message of the series.  Today, I simply want to consider whether or not Jesus was a real person of history who lived and died as portrayed in the movie.  Set aside the issue of resurrection for now.
You may have heard that, for the most part, The Passion of the Christ follows the biblical accounts of the life and death of Jesus pretty closely.  It’s true.  While there are some nonbiblical embellishments, The Passion is basically biblical.  If you’ve seen the movie, that’s pretty much the way the Bible says things happened.  As such, the question before us really has to do with the authority of the Bible.  That’s the key characteristic we’re going to be considering today:  the authority of the Bible.
B.
I’m going to arrange my message this morning around three reasons the pastor-turned-atheist gives for believing the Jesus story is a myth.  These reasons are not unique to Barker; some other skeptics hold these or very similar views.  And it’s not my intent to single out Barker as an antagonist; he simply does a nice job of summarizing the arguments in plain language (Barker, 360).  He says that the life and death of Jesus is a myth because . . .
1.
“There is no external historical confirmation for the New Testament stories.”
2.
“The New Testament stories are internally contradictory.”
3.
“There are natural explanations for the origin of the Jesus legend.”
4.
“The miracle reports make the story unhistorical.”

I only have time to deal with the first three reasons for denying the existence of Jesus.  The last reason is based on the idea that, “miracles cannot be historical” because “natural law is regular over time” (Barker, 377).  You’ll you have wrestle on your own with whether or not miracles are a part of history.

Let’s consider these allegations one by one.

I.
First let’s deal with the contention that “there is no external historical confirmation for the New Testament stories.”  Actually, the statement is a little over the top.  It almost sounds like Christians bring nothing to the table in the way of evidence outside the Bible that Jesus is indeed historical.  This isn’t true.  Christians do bring considerable evidence to the table.  It’s just that some skeptics dismiss the evidence as invalid.  Let me present a few of the arguments, then you can decide for yourself.
It is argued that the external sources that testify to the historicity of Jesus are not credible because none of them were written during the life of Jesus.  For example, Barker says,
Jesus supposedly lived sometime between 4 BC and 30 AD, but there is not a single contemporary historical mention of Jesus, not by Romans or by Jews, not by believers or by unbelievers, not during his entire lifetime.  This does not disprove his existence, but it certainly casts great doubt on the historicity of a man who was supposedly widely known to have made a great impact on the world.  Someone should have noticed (Barker, 360).

Is this right?  Yes and no.  Yes, it is true that there is not a single contemporary historical mention of Jesus.  That means we don’t have any historical documents written during Jesus’ lifetime that mention Him.  But no, this does not cast great doubt on the historicity of Jesus for at least two reasons.
A.
First, we would not necessarily expect nor do we need contemporary witnesses outside the Bible in order to have strong external evidence that Jesus lived.
1.
We need to keep in mind that communication in the ancient world was slow and localized.  There were comparatively few historical writers, and events newsworthy in one region, may have received very little international attention, at least at first.  The dissemination of information was very slow by today’s standards, so the fact that all of the external witnesses we have come after Jesus died is no surprise.  It may even bear testimony to the reality that Jesus became really big news only after His resurrection (Habermas, The Historical of Jesus, 66).

2.
Noted scholar, Dr. Edwin Yamauchi, professor of history at Miami University says, “When people begin religious movements, it’s often not until many generations later that people record things about them.  But the fact is that we have better historical documentation for Jesus than for the founder of any other ancient religion.” (quoted by Strobel in The Case for Christ, 86).
B.
Second, we have many ancient witnesses that write relatively soon after the death of Jesus, testifying to the life and death of Jesus.
1.
For example, there are at least 39 ancient sources outside the Bible that document the life of Jesus, from which more than 100 facts are reported concerning Jesus’ life, teaching, crucifixion, and resurrection—all independently corroborating the biblical record of Jesus (Gary Habermas, The Verdict of History).
Skeptics argue that some of these sources were written by ancient Christians who believed in Jesus, so their testimonies should be summarily dismissed as unreliable.  But historians do not summarily dismiss the testimonies of those closely involved in the social movements that affect them; otherwise, the testimonies of Jews and Germans about the Holocaust would have to be dismissed as unreliable.  How much less would we now know about the Holocaust?
2.
Just for the sake of argument though, let’s concede the skeptic’s point.  Let’s set aside all historical evidence of Jesus that comes from the writings of Christians or even people sympathetic to them.  I’m not saying it is legitimate to do so; it’s a little like fighting with one hand tied behind your back.  But, let’s just see what we have.  What does that leave us?  Let me give you some examples.
(a)
Tacitus was a Roman historian who was definitely not a Christian.  In about AD 115, he wrote about a great fire that devastated Rome in A.D. 64 and about what the Roman leader, Nero, did in response.  He writes,

Nero fastened the guilt and inflicted the most exquisite tortures on a class hated for their abominations, called Christians by the populace.  Christus, from whom the name had its origin, suffered the extreme penalty during the reign of Tiberius at the hands of one of our procurators, Pontius Pilatus, . . . (Annals, 15.44).

Here we seem to have an unbiased witness to the spread of Christianity based on the real, historical figure, Christus, which is Latin for “Christ,” who was crucified at the direction of Pontius Pilate.
Skeptics say Tacitus was merely parroting common ideas about Christians, with no first-hand knowledge.  You decide.

(b)
Josephus was a Jewish historian who was born in A.D. 37.  He was definitely not a Christian.  In fact, he was a Jewish priest and Pharisee.  The Pharisees were enemies of Jesus.

In his work titled The Antiquities, Josephus documents the history of the Jewish people.  He probably finished the work in about A.D. 93.  Historians have found his work to be quite accurate and reliable, based on archaeological findings and the corroboration of other ancient records.

Josephus writes of a Jewish high priest named Ananias who arranged to have a guy named James killed.  He writes,

He convened a meeting of the Sanhedrin and brought before them a man named James, the brother of Jesus, who was called the Christ, and certain others (20.200).

Clearly, Josephus confirms the existence of the biblical characters of Ananias, and Jesus who is called the Christ, and His brother James.  Some skeptics characterize this evidence as “flimsy” (Barker, 363).  But, Edwin Yamauchi says the authenticity of this historical passage has never been successfully discredited (Strobel, 78).  You decide.
(c)
In another passage in The Antiquities, Josephus writes,

About this time there lived Jesus, a wise man, if indeed one ought to call him a man.  For he was one who wrought surprising feats and was a teacher of such people as accept the truth gladly.  He won over many Jews and many of the Greeks.  He was the Christ.  When Pilate, upon hearing him accused by men of the highest standing among us, had condemned him to be crucified, those who had in the first place come to love him did not give up their affection for him.  On the third day, he appeared to them restored to life, for the prophets of God had prophesied these and countless other marvelous things about him.  And the tribe of the Christians, so called after him, has still to this day not disappeared (18.63-64).

The corroboration of the life and person of Jesus here is unmistakable.  Perhaps so unmistakable that this passage has become controversial.  Many scholars question the authenticity of some parts of this passage.  They suggest that some Christians inserted some words that were not originally written by Josephus—words intended to support the claims of Christians.  These are called interpolations.  For example, they say that Josephus never really wrote the words, “He was the Christ.”

For the sake of argument, if we simply concede the point and remove all the parts of this passage that are disputed, we still have firm corroboration of Christ’s life and crucifixion in the remaining text.  But skeptics say Josephus should be rejected entirely as evidence because of the possibility of a few interpolations.  You decide.
(d)
Another important ancient Jewish work known as the Talmud, compiled from AD 70 to AD 200 talks about Jesus, not in flattering terms, but it nonetheless seems to confirm the existence of Jesus and some extraordinary things He did.  It says,
On the eve of the Passover Yeshu was hanged.

Yeshu is the Hebrew name for Jesus, and the terms, “hanged” and “crucified” are used interchangeably, even in the Bible (cf. Acts 5:30).  
For forty days before the execution took place, a herald went forth and cried, “He is going forth to be stoned because he has practiced sorcery and enticed Israel to apostasy.  Any one who can say anything in his favour, let him come forward and plead on his behalf.”  But since nothing was brought forward in his favour he was hanged on the eve of the Passover! (The Babylonian Talmud, transl. by I. Epstein, vol. III, Sanhedrin 43a, p. 281).
From this we learn that Jesus was crucified on the eve of the Passover.  It says that for forty days leading up the crucifixion it was announced that Jesus would be stoned.  This announcement is not recorded in the New Testament, but it is certainly not inconsistent with biblical reports that the Jews repeatedly tried to stone Jesus (John 8:58-59; 10:31-33, 39).  That Jesus was accused of practicing sorcery and enticing Israel to apostasy seems to bear witness to the miracles Jesus performed.
Skeptics say this is “flimsy” evidence and merely an ignorant perpetuation of the myth (Barker 367; Martin 49-50).  You decide.

(e)
And let me just mention one more piece of evidence.  The Bible says that when Jesus was hanging on the cross, there were earthquakes, and the sky went dark for three hours in the middle of the day.  This truly would have been a miracle because no natural eclipse of the sun would have been possible that time of year.  The Passion showed the earthquakes, but not the darkness.

If the darkness in particular really happened, it would have been witnessed by many people, and probably would have been recorded somewhere in history outside the Bible.  And, in fact, it is.  A number of ancient sources mention it.

Modern scholar Paul Maier says this about the darkness based on ancient, non-Christian sources outside the Bible,

This phenomenon, evidently, was visible in Rome, Athens, and the Mediterranean cities.  According to Tertullian . . . it was a “cosmic” or “world event.”  Phlegon a Greek author from Caria writing a chronology soon after 137 A.D. reported that in the fourth year of the 202nd Olympiad [that’s 33 A.D., the year of Christ’s crucifixion] there was “the greatest eclipse of the sun” and that “it became night in the sixth hour of the day [that’s noon, as the Bible says] so that stars even appeared in the heavens.  There was a great earthquake in Bithynia, and many things were overturned in Nicaea.” (Paul L. Maier, Pontius Pilate, 1968, 366, citing Phlegon, Olympiades he Chronika 13, ed. Otto Keller, Rerum Naturilium Scriptores Graeci Minores, 1877, 101).
Another ancient non-Christian source named Thallus, wrote circa AD 52 concerning the darkness and earthquakes.  We do not have the original writing of Thallus, but we do have the ancient writings of a man named Africanus, who cites Thallus.  He says,

On the whole world there pressed a most fearful darkness; and the rocks were rent by an earthquake, and many places in Judea and other districts were thrown down (quoted by Habermas, 197).
So, from multiple non-Christian sources, we have evidence that there was miraculous darkness and earthquakes at the crucifixion, just as the Bible says.
Skeptics say these sources are merely parroting the Christian opinions of their day; they never saw things for themselves.  You decide.

(f)
These are just a few of the non-Christian witnesses outside the Bible.  There are more.  Dr. Edwin Yamauchi, a highly qualified historian, was asked what we would know about the person of Jesus if we only considered ancient non-biblical, non-Christian witnesses.  Here is what he says:

We would know that first, Jesus was a Jewish teacher; second, many people believed that he performed healings and exorcisms; third, some people believed he was the Messiah; fourth, he was rejected by the Jewish leaders; fifth, he was crucified under Pontius Pilate; sixth, despite this shameful death, his followers, who believed he was still alive spread beyond Palestine so that there were multitudes of them in Rome by A.D. 64; and seventh, all kinds of people from the cities and countryside--men and women, slave and free--worshiped him as God (Quoted by Strobel, The Case for Christ, 81, 86).

(g)
Also, Jeffrey Sheler, reporting in a special issue of U.S. News & World Report in 2001 says this:

Today, there is broad consensus among even the most skeptical of scholars that Jesus probably did perform feats that would have been perceived as miracles at the time.  They find considerable evidence, for example, that Jesus’ reputation as a healer and miracle worker extended beyond his own circle of followers (“Who Was Jesus?”, Special Collector’s Edition, 2001, 40).

In the face of all this evidence and more, some skeptics still say, “there is no external historical confirmation for the New Testament stories.”  You decide.  I’m with Edwin Yamauchi.  He says,

From time to time some people have tried to deny the existence of Jesus, but this is really a lost cause.  There is overwhelming evidence that Jesus did exist . . . (Strobel, 81).
II.
Now, we turn the second allegation:  that the New Testament stories are internally contradictory.  That is to say that the New Testament is inconsistent and illogical with respect to the life and death of Jesus.

A.
Before considering the alleged contradictions, I want to briefly consider how contradictions could possibly arise in any piece of ancient literature, not just the Bible.
1.
First, contradictions can arise in the transmission of the documents over time.  In ancient times, there were no copiers or printers, so documents were transmitted or reproduced by hand.  Naturally, hand-written copies are subject to copy errors, and with multiple iterations, these errors can grow into corruptions, variants, and contradictions.
Such errors in transmission are not at issue here.  Scholars have demonstrated conclusively that the New Testament is remarkably free from such errors.  Consider Dr. Bruce Metzger.  Metzger was born in 1914.  He holds A.B. and D.D. degrees from Lebanon Valley College, a Th.B. and Th.M. from Princeton Theological Seminary, an A.M. and a Ph.D. from Princeton University, and honorary doctorates from five other colleges and universities.  He has authored or edited 50 books, mostly on the text of the New Testament to which he has dedicated his career (Strobel, 57-58)

Metzger contends that the New Testament text is 99.5% accurate in its transmission over time (Geisler, Baker Encyclopedia of Christian Apologetics, 532-533).  That is to say we be confident that 99.5% of the New Testament that we have today is exactly what the authors originally wrote.  This is phenomenally accurate.  At 84 years of age looking back over his many years of research, Dr. Metzger had this to say about his research:

. . . it has increased the basis of my personal faith to see the firmness with which these materials have come down to us, with a multiplicity of copies, some of which are very, very ancient. . . . I’ve asked questions all my life, I’ve dug into the text.  I’ve studied this thoroughly, and today I know with confidence that my trust in Jesus has been well placed. . . . Very well placed (Strobel, 71).

The extraordinary reliability of New Testament transmission is well established.
2.
As such, knowledgeable skeptics generally do not debate the accuracy of New Testament transmission.  The kind of contradictions at issue are those that can arise when multiple authors try to report myth as fact and overlook some of the inconsistencies in their fictional stories.  So the issue is not the reliability of the transmission, but the reliability of the original content.
B.
With that in mind, skeptics list a host of alleged contradictions or incongruities in the Bible.  I don’t have time this morning to deal with all or even a few of them.  I just want to cite one and then refer you to a resource that helps sort out alleged contradictions in the Bible.
1.
Interestingly, skeptic Michael Martin devotes an entire chapter discussing the incongruity of salvation by faith in the Bible.  Barker cites it as well (166-167).  The problem they see is that some places in the Bible seem to say that we’re saved by faith.  Other parts seem to suggest that we’re saved by faith plus works.  They say it’s a hopeless contradiction.

It does seem to be a hopeless contradiction, unless and until you realize that salvation is used in different ways in the Bible.  I have talked about this many times.  If you’d like a transcript of one of my messages on this apparent contradiction, I’d be happy to send you one.

We are saved from the penalty of our sin once for all through faith alone in Christ alone.  That’s an issue of justification or membership in God’s family.  By faith, the thief crucified beside Jesus received this kind of salvation to whom Jesus said, “Today you will be with me in paradise.”  The thief did nothing to earn it; he just believed.

On the other hand, we are saved from the power and trouble of sin day by day by faith coupled with works.  That’s an issue of sanctification or fellowship between a believer and his heavenly Father.  The skeptics fail to understand this distinction.  Many Christians do, too.
2.
There are many other alleged contradictions in the Bible, some are more difficult than others.  They can be disconcerting at first blush.  Jack Cheney found this to be true.  In studying to prepare for the ministry, Jack Cheney was shown apparent contradictions in the Gospel accounts which seemed to undermine their historicity.  Cheney lost his faith and abandoned the ministry.

Some years later, Cheney devoted himself to reconciling the apparent contradictions.  He spent 23 years studying.  He memorized nearly all of the four gospels in their original language, and harmoniously blended the gospels together in one seamless, chronological history of Jesus, neither adding nor deleting a single detail.  This convinced Cheney that the gospels were indeed historical, noncontradictory, and inspired by a single Divine Author.  This blending is titled, Jesus Christ:  The Greatest Life Ever Lived.  We’re using the book in our Adult Bible Fellowship on Sunday mornings.
3.
In dealing with other apparent contradictions or difficulties, I commend to you another book titled, When Critics Ask, by Norman Geisler and Thomas Howe.  It’s featured on our website.
It is my belief that the Bible exhibits remarkable unity and that apparent contradictions have good explanations.

III.
Now we turn to the third allegation:  that there are natural explanations for the Jesus legend.  That is to say that one can reasonably explain how the mythical legend of Jesus arose quite apart from reality.  In other words, one can see how the Jesus story could have been fabricated and propagated without Jesus ever existing.
A.
Skeptic, Dan Barker lists eight alternatives he describes as “plausible natural alternatives” (372).  You be the judge.
1.
One of the “plausible” alternatives has the earliest Christians dreaming up Jesus as the personification of Old Testament wisdom.  Sometimes the Old Testament describes wisdom as a person.  For example, Proverbs 1:20 says,

NKJ Proverbs 1:20 Wisdom calls aloud outside; She raises her voice in the open squares.

Describing an abstract idea like wisdom as a person is a common literary device.  With this in mind, one supporter of this view, R.J. Hoffman says, “. . . musing on the Wisdom and on other Jewish literature could have prompted the earliest Christians to suppose that a preexistent redeemer had suffered crucifixion, the most shameful death of all, before being exalted to God’s right hand (R.J. Hoffman, The Jesus of History and Myth, quoted by Barker, p. 375).”
The idea, I guess, is that the very first Christian got to musing.  He threw Old Testament wisdom into his cranium, stirred it around, and voila!, the imaginary life, death, resurrection, deity, and substitutionary atonement of Jesus the Christ just sort of popped out.  Then the guy convinced his friends it was true, and they wrote about it in the Bible.  Just for kicks.
2.
The other alternatives are equally “plausible.”  One is the “swoon theory” in which Jesus never really died on the cross.  He wasn’t hurt that bad.  He just sort of passed out.  And when He came to, inside the tomb, He was feeling a lot better.  So much better, He muscled the massive stone away from His tomb.  And He looked so refreshed that people thought He rose from the dead.  Setting aside the issue of plausibility, this is a curious argument coming from someone who is trying to prove that Jesus never existed.
I looked up the word, “plausible.”  It means “seemingly worthy of approval or acceptance; credible; believable” (Random House).  You decide.
B.
None of these “natural explanations” deal with some important criteria historians use to determine the veracity of historical claims (Greg Boyd, Letters from a Skeptic, 78-86).  Here are a few:
1.
Fabricated stories tend not to contain self-damaging material.  If the Jesus story is a myth, why would the authors include so much self-damaging material?  For example, why would the authors choose to reveal the repeated failure of the disciples, including their own desertion of Jesus?  And why would they choose to have Jesus on the cross saying, “My God, My God, why have You forsaken Me?”  This makes Jesus sound weak.  If the authors were cooking things up to make Christianity sound good, why would they include this?
2.
Also, what motives would the authors have for fabricating the Jesus story?  What did they have to gain?  Persecution?  Torture?  Their own crucifixion?  That’s exactly what they could expect, and that’s what they got.  Most of the eleven disciples were killed for their faith.  Why would they be willing to die for something they made up?
3.
Also, wouldn’t the opponents of Christianity have had the means and the motive for exposing the Jesus story as a fraud if they could?  Bible scholar, Dr. Greg Boyd explains,
Christianity was born in a very hostile environment.  There were contemporaries who would have refuted the Gospel portrait of Jesus—if they could have.  The leaders of Judaism in the first century tended to view Christianity as a pernicious cult and would have loved to see it stamped out.  And this would have been easy to do—if the “cult” had been based on fabrications.  Why, just bringing forth the body of the slain Jesus would have been sufficient to extinguish Christianity once for all.

In spite of this, however, Christianity exploded (in a positive sense).  The disciples preached their Gospel to people who had been eyewitnesses of the things they claimed Jesus said and did.  How could they have fabricated it?  (Boyd, 85-86).

I’ve spend all this time this morning trying to make a very simple point.  The crucifixion is not fiction.  That’s the big idea of this entire message:  the crucifixion is not fiction.  It happened.  Jesus lived and He died just as the Bible says.  It’s not a myth; it’s historical.  Nobody made this up; it’s true.  This crucifixion is not fiction.
The next question we must ask ourselves is this:  Was Jesus God’s Son?  We’ll deal with that next Sunday.
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