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The book has stayed with me all night, and troubled me a great deal. Obviously, new 

ideas concerning Jesus are going to be troubling to me, since I have been indoctrinated 

since I was a babe in arms by the Baptist church, but even given this, and what I consider 

the relative openness of my mind relating to the veracity of the Bible and its authors, still 

there are several points you make that I can’t reconcile to either my heartfelt “beliefs” or

iption that somehow Jesusmy rational assessment of the story.
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So what, in your opinion, was God doing when He went to all the trouble of making Jesus

a human being, knowing full well He would fail? And if He knew in advance that Jesus

would fail, why was He so mad at Him, in your view, that He would refuse to speak to

Him all through eternity? None of this makes any sense. I admit that the Christian litany

that everything was “God’s plan”—the birth, the ministry, the crucifixion—Jesus “dying for

our sins” makes no real sense. We are saved if we believe that Jesus was the Son of God,

trust in Him, and repent of our sins. Why couldn’t we believe all this without Him having

to go through the agony of the crucifixion? When we ask these questions of the Christian

establishment, they say we have to accept it all on faith (faith is the substance of things

hoped for—the evidence of things not seen). It is a large morass of ignored contradictions,

and you, in trying to address them, to make sense out of them, raise even more.. -

contradictions. The meeting of Jesus and Satan in the wilderness is probably one of the

more successful things in your book, but instead of allowing Jesus to overcome Satan, you 

suggest that in allowing Satan to touch his (middle, no less) finger He somehow received

Satan as part of Him, and Satan was, in part running the show. I am willing to accept that

Satan was always trying to seduce and influence Jesus, but I can’t reconcile Jesus as a

puppet who was always befuddled as to where the power was coming from-God or

Satan. I also have trouble with your re-writing the miracles. Especially the walking on

water. The astral Jesus hovering over the swimming Jesus is ludicrous. If you accept the

possibility-actuality!-of the healings, raisings from the dead, etc., why must you dilute

the walking on water? It would be better to delete it altogether. Also, the resurrection is, •

neither fish nor fowl. You should either negate it, as the Jews did, or treat it as fact, as the 



Christians do. In obfuscating it, you do disservice to both points of view, and since you

accept most of the other premises of the Christian theology—the Virgin birth, Divinity of

Jesus, miracles, etc., you, logically, should continue to the finish.

I hope you don’t think I am hostile to you in these criticisms. Obviously, I want

you to succeed in this project, and I know the God and Devil theme has obsessed you to a

degree all your life. In fact, I quite agree with most of your premises concerning the war

being waged between them. Otherwise, it is too horrendous to think of a God in charge

who allows—orchestrates!—hideousities such as the holocaust and cancerous babies. No, 

better to think of a supremely evil being such as the Devil who gets in a lick from time to

time. But I am just not sure if this is the way to work out your theories. I fear you are 

unwittingly walking into a swamp of quicksand between the Jews and Christians, and even 

though you might think it bravery to wade in, I think it is a bit naive. If I, who am so 

ready to support you, are this bothered, what will the ones who wish you ill do? Yes, I 

do care how your work is perceived. It wounds me when you are unfairly criticized, and

I think that has been the rule rather than the exception in all the years I have known you. I 

know you don’t believe it, but I do think you are a genius, and no one, 

ever been able to manipulate the language in quite the way you do. But I also think your 

powerful talents sometimes are slightly askew, and this, my dear, may be one of those 

times.
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