
2 THE CENTRALITY OF THE SCRIPTURES

When one takes the Scriptures in one's hands and opens it to the New Testament, one sees that it
constitutes only about a quarter of the book. So it might seem logical to figure that the New Testament
has only a quarter of the weight, a quarter of the impact, a quarter of the importance of the Scriptures
as a whole. 

But  to  me,  the  New Testament  contains  a  disproportionate  amount  of  weight  and impact
because of its central figure, Jesus. 

If the Old Testament portrays the gradual awakening of the Children of Israel to the power
divine Love, then the New Testament shows an explosion of that power in the origin of Jesus, his life
and ministry, and the aftermath of that life. 

His appearance was the fulfillment of the prophecy of many Old Testament prophets. The two
examples offered here are representative of dozens. For example, about seven hundred years before
Jesus' appearance, Micah wrote:

" ... thou, Bethlehem Ephratah, though thou be little among the thousands of Judah, yet 
out of thee shall he come forth unto me that is to be ruler in Israel; whose goings forth have been 
of old, from everlasting." (Micah 5)

Some decades later Isaiah wrote,

"He was wounded for our transgressions, he was bruised for our iniquities: the 
chastisement of our peace was upon him; and with his stripes we are healed. . . 

He was oppressed, and he was afflicted, yet he opened not his mouth: he is brought as a 
lamb to the slaughter, and as a sheep before her shearers is dumb, so he opened not his mouth." 
(Isaiah 53) 

The culmination of a thousand years of prophecy is in itself a very powerful occurrence; but
really, it is the life and teachings of Jesus which blow the lid off the established order of things up until
that time. The feeling one gets, when moving from the Old Testament to the New, is like moving from
black and white into color. 

The experiences and words of Jesus are so interesting, so compelling, that one tends to give
them a large amount of attention.

 

Real Men Love Jesus

A popular bumper sticker in the United States a while back said "Real men love Jesus." The
idea was that true manhood, true strength, true power, true alpha-maleness comes from emulating the
qualities of Jesus—such as tenderness, patience, humility, spiritual sensitivity and prayerfulness—in
addition  to  the  more  common  male-oriented  qualities  such  as  intelligence,  initiative,  courage,
strength, endurance, leadership and so on. 



But I think we can broaden the reach of this saying to include everyone. "Real children love
Jesus." "Real homosexuals love Jesus." "Real women love Jesus." I say this because his example is the
perfect one for all of us.

Jesus' Historicity

I would like to mention that one hears it said, from time to time, that there is no proof that
Jesus actually existed. This statement is essentially true. The word "proof" means to establish with
scientific evidence.

 Besides the books of New Testament, the earliest of which were written at least twenty or thirty
years after Jesus was gone, the only other actual "evidence" of his being here are a few references to a
person who sounds like he probably was Jesus in the historical  writings of Josephus,  Tacitus and
Suetonius, Roman historians writing during Jesus' lifetime. 

Although the book of Acts, written by Luke, and the letters written by Paul certainly do have
the feeling of historical accuracy about them, they do not of themselves give scientific "proof" of Jesus'
existence. So where does this leave us? 

Can a modern scientific thinker accept as historical fact Jesus' mother becoming impregnated
by God; Jesus walking on the water; Jesus bringing back to life a person who had been dead four days;
Jesus bringing himself from being dead back to life, and then later floating away into the sky as he
said farewell to his disciples?

Is Physical Evidence the Only Evidence?

I think the important point here is that physical evidence cannot and never will corroborate
Jesus' presence on earth and the "miracles" that he accomplished. Physical evidence is gathered from
the  five  physical  senses—physical  touch,  physical  smell,  physical  taste,  physical  sight,  physical
hearing. Our understanding of Physics and Chemistry comes from, and is confined to, information
gained through these senses. 

But there is no information coming from these senses, and no laws of Physics or Chemistry,
that can possibly explain Jesus walking on the water or raising a dead child to life. So it seems to me
that the key question to be asked is: Is there other evidence, other information, besides that which is gained
through the five physical senses?

I would like to say that I have found through my life experience that yes, there is indeed other
evidence. It is evidence that comes through avenues that are not material, but spiritual. For example,
beautiful music touches and moves us in some way apart from the physical senses. 

One might argue that the sound waves carrying the fluctuating frequencies,  durations and
amplitudes of the music enter the mind through the avenue of physical hearing. But I would respond
that the faculties  which perceive the spiritual  substance of the music are entirely mental,  entirely
spiritual. 



Beethoven was an excellent illustration of this fact, composing his loveliest music when he was
deaf. Is this to say that all manifestations of abstract thought prove the existence of a spiritual God and
His spiritually created universe? 

Perhaps  not—although  it  seems  clear  to  me  that  abstract  thought  cannot  originate  in  the
physical senses. But I prefer not to get bogged down right now with an argument as to whether the
existence of intelligence proves the existence of God. 

With the deaf Beethoven, it is not merely the existence and origin of intelligence which attracts
our attention, but more significantly, the existence and origin of beauty, sublimity and transcendence. 

But are these attributes of the best music the only evidence we have of a universe unperceived
by the physical senses? No—there is other evidence. The evidence I'm referring to now is the spiritual
light which can come from enlightened prayer,  and the physical healing that is  the result of such
spiritual light (The difference between enlightened and unenlightened prayer is an issue we'll talk
about a little further on). 

I'm grateful to say that I speak from my own experience when referring to this spiritual light—
light which is a glimpse, an actual conscious apprehension, of spiritual reality. I have experienced this
divine light, and the physical healing which can result from it,  a few times in my childhood, and
throughout my adult life. It is something about which I feel I can speak with certainty. 

And this is why there is room, within my understanding of existence, for Jesus' mother being
impregnated by God, for him walking on the water, and for him coming back from the dead. 

It is because I have experienced, time and time again, spiritual, heavenly light—and physical
healing occurring as a result—that I feel it  is possible for there to be greater, exponentially greater,
manifestations of spiritual power than those which I have personally experienced. 

And why shouldn't there be? Would it be logical for us to think that the sum total of spiritual
light is confined to the light which we ourselves have perceived? No! I feel as though we are just
infants in terms of discerning and understanding divine presence. 

While I'm unspeakably grateful for the understanding of God I currently rejoice in, yet I'm
deeply hungry for further spiritual growth.

So, getting back to the question of Jesus' historicity, it's really a moot point for me; it's irrelevant
—because my own perception of spiritual existence is an indication to me that there must be infinitely
more light in God's, Spirit's creation than the small amount I myself have perceived. 

I can say with certainty that my own experience of God's presence and power, and the physical
healing that comes with it, is all the proof I need that Jesus existed. 

This idea, this fact, that there exists an entire universe, an entire reality which is not perceived
through  the  physical  senses,  is  abhorrent,  outrageous  and  terrifying  to  the  physically  scientific
mindset.  This  mindset  will  go to  almost  any length to  marginalize,  mock and destroy any voice
affirming a spiritual God and a spiritual universe.



Things to Think About

How do we perceive existence? Okay, we've mentioned the physical senses. How else? Well,
how about language? How about every word we have ever heard or read? Art and numbers are
avenues of perception, including every number we have ever thought of, and every piece of art we
have ever pondered. 

Which  shapes  our  understanding of  life  more—the  information  coming from the  physical
senses, or that coming from language, numbers, art and music? 

And then there are our emotions ... some of the strongest impressions we ever experience come
from them. Finally, don't we need to include our sense of conscience? Many of the most powerful
compulsions  ever  to  occur  in  our  mentalities  come  from  our  sense  of  relationship,  duty  and
comparison to others ... or lack thereof. 

It is interesting to consider this question—Which of the following would leave the longest-
lasting impression: a burned finger; an anguished conscience; tears coming at a moment of artistic
transcendence; or, a broken heart? Really, of all these, it seems to me that the information coming from
the physical senses, the burned finger, would have the least impact!

Regarding  religious  truth,  the  way  it  almost  always  is  presented  to  us  is  in  the  form  of
doctrines. We are told, "if you will believe this and that, you will go to heaven." 

And so we decide whether or not to adopt those beliefs, based on a wide variety of factors—
emotional pressure; peer pressure; fear of negative consequences; lack of confidence in our own ability
to think and reason; etc. 

Our thoughts are often along the lines of, "if there is even a chance, a remote possibility, that
these doctrines are true, than I am better off believing in them than not." 

Often times our social circumstances are such that it is much more convenient and safe for us
to subscribe to the religious doctrines of our group than not to. That person is an exception to the
norm who is able to stand apart from the group in terms of religious belief.

But there is  a  way to be  certain about the existence of God,  a way that  is  not based upon
doctrines. Paul, a writer in the New Testament, gives us a hint when he writes, 

"...  our sufficiency is of God, Who also hath made us able ministers of the new 
testament; not of the letter, but of the spirit: for the letter killeth, but the spirit giveth life." 
(Second Corinthians 3)

So here we find that Paul felt he was not ministering the "letter"—that is, doctrines and beliefs
—but rather, the "spirit". Even more than simply  avoiding ministering the "letter", he says that it is
actually fatal. 

It's a shame that the Christianity of today is built more upon the writings of Paul—which have
been institutionalized into a tidy set of doctrines—than upon any other writer; yet Paul was  against
"the letter", against doctrines and creeds. 



So much of Paul's work has to do with helping people feel God's presence, just like  he was
feeling it. He wanted God to be as real to others as He was to himself. It is this yearning to bring
people into God's presence that was behind such utterances as,

" ...  I bow my knees unto the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, of Whom the whole family
 heaven and earth is named, that He would grant you, according to the riches of His glory, 
to be strengthened with might by His spirit in the inner man; that Christ may dwell in your 
hearts by faith; 

that ye, being rooted and grounded in Love, may be able to comprehend with all saints 
what is the breadth, and length, and height; and to know the love of Christ, which passeth 
knowledge, that ye might be filled with all the fullness of God." (Ephesians 3) 

It's so simple, isn't it? To "know the love of Christ." That's really the crux of Paul's ministry. Yes,
he did delve into the area of behavior modification, and definitions as to what constitutes sin. 

He felt this was necessary because he was helping to establish a new order of life with a new
set of rules, and he had a strong sense of what constituted right and wrong—very much reflective of
the Hebrew values he grew up with. 

But  I  feel  those  things  were  not  the  core  of  his  ministry.  Sadly,  in  the  modern  Christian
churches  it  is  Paul's  commentary  regarding  behavior  modification  and  sin  which  has  become
predominant, rather than his core ministry of helping people feel God's presence, helping them "know
the love of Christ" through prayerful communion and the process of the new birth.

So how do we do that? How do we help people feel the love of Christ? I think it's very simple,
really. We talk with them, we pray with them, we sing hymns with them, and we pray for them from
within our own "closet" of private communion with God. We are only able to share what we ourselves
feel, what we ourselves experience. 

If we are perceiving spiritual light, then we are able to share it with others. If we are feeling the
love of Christ, then we are able to share that love with others. The more of the "spirit" we ourselves
feel, the more we have to share.

The "letter", mere doctrines and arguments and beliefs, "killeth" because it buries thought in
the darkness of blind belief. It is "the blind leading the blind", so that "both shall fall into the ditch." (Mat 15)

Doctrines and beliefs are inventions of the human mind. From a human point of view, some
are perhaps more in line with reality than others. But they are all lacking in "the spirit." It is only when
we are actually experiencing spiritual light, actually feeling it, actually perceiving it, that we can be
certain that God, Spirit exists. 

It is this  experiencing of God for which mankind is starving. So the great cornerstone of our
approach to Him must be to cultivate and develop our ability to feel, perceive and experience God's
presence ... Her spiritual light, power and love.


