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 A new kind of Christianity (?) that has its roots in the historical Jesus movement strives to please 
the ultra-liberal thinking that the Lord was a mere man and not the divine Son of God. The Saturday, 
November 16, 2002 Dallas Morning News (Religion, Section G) has a long and glowing report of such 
nonsense. The article mentions Bible scholar (I strongly disagree - MLW) Dr. Robert Funk along with 
other so-called scholars "who use historical records and ancient texts in an attempt to separate what the 
human or historical Jesus actually did or said from what his followers later attributed to him for spiritual 
or political reasons." 

How gullible will people continue to be? The Word of God is supposedly not credible, but Mr. Funk 
and his friends are to be believed! The apostle Peter stated, "knowing this first, that no prophecy of 
scripture is of private interpretation. For no prophecy ever came by the will of man: but men spake from 
God, being moved by the Holy Spirit" 2 Pet. 1:20-21). The Bible is inspired (God breathed, cf. 2 Tim. 
3:16) but those today who are enamored with their worldly wisdom reject the inspiration and authority of 
the Scriptures. 

The emphasis today is on that which is new. It doesn't matter how silly or non-sensible the ideal 
may be as long as it does not come from what is called the "old," "outdated," and "out-of-touch" Word of 
God! In Mr. Funk's "new (emph. MLW) faith, salt might replace the cross as a central symbol because 
followers of the historical Jesus typically don't believe that Jesus died for humanity's sins and was 
physically resurrected." 

The Lord's Supper will remain a symbol (isn't that nice of these scholars), "but it would omit any 
mention of sacrifice. Consuming the blood and body of Jesus would probably be out. Instead, he 
envisioned a dinner, open to everybody, representing the kinship of all humans." 

So many today are ashamed, embarrassed, or simply do not believe that Christ shed His blood 
whereby man might be saved. It is made clear in 1 Corinthians 11 that the Lord's Supper is not a 
common meal (vv. 20-22). The apostle Paul says "that the Lord Jesus in the night in which he was be-
trayed took bread; and when he had given thanks, he brake it, and said, This is my body, which is for you: 
this do in remembrance of me. In like manner also the cup, after supper, saying, This cup is the new 
covenant in my blood: this do, as often as ye drink it, in remembrance of me. For as often as ye eat this 
bread, and drink the cup, ye proclaim the Lord's death till he come " (1 Cor. 11:23-26). 

Mr. Funk and those of his persuasion envision the Lord's Supper "representing the kinship of all 
humans." The Bible extols the "body" and "blood" of Christ instead of seeking to do away with the body 
and blood of the Savior. The Word of God also reminds us that the Lord's Supper was not instituted to 
represent "the kinship of all humans" but to "proclaim the Lord's death till he come " (1 Cor. 11:26). 

The article emphasizes that "the search for new symbols arises among mainline Christians and those 
who might like to follow Christ's teachings but feel constrained by church doctrines that they don't 
accept." Man-made doctrine should always be rejected, but the doctrine (teaching) of Christ must be 
obeyed (cf. 2 John 9-11). One is not pleasing unto God when he says he desires to follow "Christ’s 
teachings" but feels "constrained" by Bible authority. 

The "Willow Creek Community Church near Chicago left the cross out of the church sanctuary 
because its presence might intimidate newcomers not raised in a church setting. Another ministry 
attempting to attract postmodern converts allows worshippers to write their sins in a bowlful of sand and 
then wipe them away." 

I realize there is no power in man-made icons, but many today are simply offended by the cross of 
Christ. "For the word of the cross is to them that perish foolishness; but unto us who are saved it is the power 



of God" (1 Cor. 1:18). May we never seek to draw a crowd at any price! 
The United Methodists sent Rev. Diana Brown Holbert "to minister to artists in the Dallas area ....One 

woman told her right away, The name Jesus gives me the shivers." The Rev. Holbert was careful to move 
away from "old symbols that are empty for us...to the edge, where we have to have our own experience of 
the Christ." The cry is me, me, me! 

I know many so-called Christian symbols are rooted only in man-made tradition, and have nothing to 
do with the cause of Christ. But one cannot replace the blood of Christ with a bowlful of sand! Neither does 
one have "his own experience of the Christ." God's Word records for us the life of Christ and His teaching. 
The artists mentioned earlier all contributed to the drawing of a picture. Rev. Holbert... says, "We all 
stood up and we went, 'Ahhh. It's so beautiful.' We were close to tears with what we had made." Then she 
pronounced, "It's the body of Christ." 

May we resist, fight, and expose such liberal non-sense! 
 

 

 
         
 

  
 


