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The Case for Christ I  
 
I. The Jesus Seminar and the Quest for the Historical Jesus 

 
A. Its founder – Robert Funk: believed that “the historical Jesus has been so 

overlaid by Christian legend, myth, and metaphysics that he scarcely 
resembles the Christ figure presented in the Gospels and worshipped by the 
church today” (TEA, 139) 
 

B. Its Jesus 
1. A social critic, itinerant social critic, the Jewish equivalent of a Greek Cynic 

philosopher 
2. Never made messianic claims, such as 

a. To be the Son of God 
b. To forgive sins 
c. To inaugurate the New Covenant 

 
II. The Jesus Seminar and Their Presuppositions 

 
A. Their commitment to naturalism 

 
“The contemporary religious controversy turns on whether the worldview 
reflected in the Bible can be carried forward into this scientific age and 
retained as an article of faith. . . . The Christ of creed and dogma . . . can no 
longer command the assent of those who have seen the heavens through 
Galileo’s telescope” (TEA, 140) 

 
1. A religious controversy – Controversy may better be seen as historical and 

metaphysical 
2. A biblical worldview – Recognizes differences in biblical and modern 

view(s) of reality; why accept the latter (and which one?) over the former? 
3. A scientific (c)age – An a priori commitment to scientism. Science, 

properly speaking, does not address issues of worldview or even issues of 
history 

4. An article of faith – But a worldview is not (or at least, need not be) 
adopted by faith; suggests unnecessary tension between science and 
religion; only valid if science is equated with scientism 

 
B. Their necessary conclusions 

1. Supernatural events (e.g., the virgin birth, the resurrection) did not happen 
2. Supernatural events cannot be considered regardless of historical 

evidence 
3. Thus, a naturalistic Jesus is the only logical possibility 
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C. Their justification 
 
“Strauss distinguished what he called the ‘mythical’ (defined by him as 
anything legendary or supernatural) in the Gospels from the historical. . . . 
The choice Strauss posed in his assessment of the Gospels was between the 
supernatural Jesus—the Christ of faith—and the historical Jesus.” 

 
1. Nothing supernatural is historical – but on what basis? 
2. No argument given – simply a matter of definition 

 
III. The Necessity of Open Presuppositions: if we presuppose naturalism, “the whole 

quest of the historical Jesus becomes a charade.” 
 

A. Hume’s arguments against the supernatural are widely rejected 
 
B. Historical evidence may suggest reality of the supernatural 

 

 
The Christology of Jesus Revisited 

 
I. A Framework for Understanding Jesus’ Self-Understanding 

 
A. Significant portion of NT scholars believe historical understanding of Jesus is 

possible 
 

B. Jesus’ self-understanding must provide a basis for our Christology 
 

C. Modern vs. ancient historiography 
1. Jesus’ self-understanding can be understood in light of his relationship 

with His culture and peers 
2. Ancient, corporate sense of identity vs. modern, individualistic sense of 

identity 
3. Ancient view of nature (static, revealed by events) vs. modern view of 

nature (dynamic, shaped by events); On ancient view, 
a. People mirrored the virtues and vices of their culture (cf. Tit. 1:12; John 

1:46) 
b. Gender, generation, and geography determined one’s identity 
c. Corporate identity primary (not individualistic, as in western nations) 

 
D. Jesus as change-agent 

1. Difficulties of introducing change: 
a. Jesus’ familial origin (apparently rejected by His own family (Mk 3:21, 

31-35; John 7:5), certainly by His own town (Luke 4:24)) 
b. Jesus’ geographic origin (from Nazareth) 
c. Jesus’ social origin (artisan, son of a carpenter) 
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d. Jesus’ familial obligations – Joseph’s apparent death would have left 
Jesus as the head of the household in charge of providing income 

e. Not accounted for even on “Big Bang” Easter theory 
2. Despite highly patriarchal culture, traditional, religious culture, Jesus 

a. Included women in His ministry 
b. Befriended tax collectors and “sinners” 
c. Challenged existing religious orders 
d. Claimed to introduce a new eschaton peacefully (cf. Zealots, who 

would do so by force; Essenes, who were preparing for, but not 
introducing, new age) 

 
II. The Titles of Jesus 
 

A. Value of naming – thought to reveal character in ancient culture 
 
B. Jesus’ titles ultimately relational in nature 

1. Son of Man 
a. Likely taken from Dan 7 
b. “Son of” formula spoke to likeness (cf. Mark 3:17; Luke 16:8; John 

8:44; 1 Thess. 5:5) 
c. Compares to beastly empires (implying humanity, and thus basic 

goodness, of New Age; cf. Gen 1:28) 
d. “Son of Man” implies true humanity of Jesus against fallen, bestial 

humanity of Rome (and the Pharisees – the Fall?) 
2. Son of God 

a. First applied to Jesus by God (Mk 1:11) 
b. Refers primarily to His relationship with God 
c. Has messianic, royal implications (Cf. Ps 2:7) 
d. Jesus’ acceptance of the title (cf. Mk 8:27-30) 

 
C. Bottom line: How could Jesus, given his background and actions, have come 

to be known by such high titles had He not accepted them Himself, and how 
would they first have come to be attributed to Him if not for an unusually 
powerful ministry? 

 
See “Who Did Jesus Think He Was?” 


