THE THIRD DAY

AN EXAMINATION OF THE RESURRECTION OF JESUS CHRIST

THE THIRD DAY

A DEFENSE OF CHRISTSRESURRECTION — PART 1

“On any showing the crucifixion should
have PUt an end to the Jcsus movement
once and for allin an honor and shame
culture like car13 Judaism.”

~ Ben Witherington ]”
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REVIEW OF RESURRECTION FACTS

THE UNDISPUTED 1S OF THE RESURRECTION
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IONS FOR RESURRECTION
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REFUTING THE LEGEND/MYTH HYPOTHESIS
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REFUTING THE LEGEND/MYTH HYPOTHESIS

_esus resurrection was not a coPL’cat of pagan mgths

“thn the dust has soaked up a Pcrson’s

Hooc{, once he is dead, there is no

resurrection.”

~,Apol|(n Foundmg of ,A\reoP
,»\cschglus, [ umenides 6

REFUTING THE LEGEND/MYTH HYPOTHESIS
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REFUTING THE LEGEND/MYTH HYPOTHESIS

bele [Hﬂt“

© ,»’\H\:‘-f NutK surrected:
1s to

s
nd he does with the Qn|q

t his hair continues to grow

and his little fin
D h, supp
come AD 150, long

to par
vell. T ertullian did
believers re
g {Dllf‘ ]’16 wrot:

ND/MYTH HYPOTHESIS

proclaimer of strange deities” y
ing, csus and l’l‘lc resurrection. ,,And tl'r y tooL !ﬂm anc
brought him to the Arcopagus, saying, “May we know what this new
ght him to th pag| ying, “May we ki hat th

tcac/w'nis v h_})ou are proc iming? For you are }:ringmg ome
strange t/:ins to ourear:

mean.”

o we want to >w what these thi

'y,

T [+ Pomi’: H’ A}’ilwg‘ and rlsmggods were aP|ent_9 in the first cent L
wﬁy, when the aloost/c Fauf, Prcac/rcd_]csus risingﬁ-om o
Acts 17, did the E’picurcans and Stoics not remark, %A:/ustﬁéc

ﬁorusand’Mitlllas "?Thc same would be true of f aul's discourse
1 ,Acts 26; T: =stus, a \oman (\ > would have known about the

Ronmn ml[)tarq f\’htl’w out of his mind for

ng,tl"m tionwas Lmiqui- to

REFUTING THE STOLEN BODY HYPOTHESIS
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REFUTING THE STOLEN BODY HYPOTHESIS

Note that the eyewitne first assumed the boc}_q had
been taken; it was C:I’H‘IS ’s app nce to them that

caused them to believe.
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REFUTING THE APPARENT DEATH HYPOTHESIS
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“’Accorclinglﬂ, interPretations based on
the assumption that Jesus did not die on
the cross appearto be at odds with

modern medical i(ﬂOWlCClgC.”

-~ Journalof A n Medic
“(j,n the P!u)\ death of =

N\archli, 1986

REFUTING THE SPIRITUAL-ONLY RESURRECTION HYPOTHESIS

o The C]ospel accounts record
that the di tlpfes isbelieved —
even aster morning [t was

caran OF

hat transformed them

tion and on]y believed
once he to d Christ
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| believe the best exPlanation, consistent with

both scientific gindings and the suwiving
evidence . .. ]s that the first Christians

experiencec‘ hallucinations of the risen (Christ,
of one form or another. . .. ln the ancient worlcl,

to experience supematural manifestations of

ghosts, gocls, and wonders was not onlq
& S )
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3/18/2010




REFUTING THE HALLUCINATION HYPOTHESIS

A hallucination false perception of
something thatis not there

re not grolir
hey are individual. Jcsus
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any different peo
ount for the conversion
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REFUTING THE TWIN BROTHER HYPOTHESIS
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w!-m was separatcc{ From him at bxrth, and w!—m 5}1<vwe\:{
erusalem at the time of the crucifixion, stole
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g them to n1i5tal<enlq infer that Jesus rose from

the dead.
Dr. Rdbcrt Grcg Cavm
ity of Ca|if‘ornia F fessor, FED
DIS:.CH” tion on the R*surregtlon

(Noted by V\/ am LL ne Lraig n ]echlre)

mmadi libra
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REFUTING THE TWIN BROTHER HYPOTHESIS

|
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REFUTING THE BIASED TESTIMONY OBJECTION
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CONCLUSIONS

THE UNDISPUTED FACTS OF THE RESURRECTION

| ;
dy went missing

Jesus over the course of 40

lH'\}JC cve
. (‘41’17‘ FCZ}FSHCC trans{'ormccl ]‘—115 }'O”OWCFS IiﬂC{ some

became the central focus of their

Again ... the question before us is what best cxplains these
umd‘xsputed facts?

'\‘p‘parcnf death?

oth

“The Proposal that Jesus was bocmg

raised from the dead possesses unrivalled

power to exPiain the historical data at the
heart of carlg Christianitg”

~ Bislﬁop o el Wright
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Given the evidence and logjcal
<

conclusions from examining other

resurrection hlgotheaea leJ do PCOPIL

Sti” re]ect hrlat s resurrection?

REASON #1: COMMITMENT TO NATURALISM

Anthony | Flew, noted ( {how former) atheist C{c}vq‘rcdc o

of the resurrection. [ the end, Flcw admi

|t was a one-time Pl"lL’SiCa] anomalL)...

“] want atheism to be true and am made uneasy
I’?L) the fact that some of the most mte”xvent
anc{ well-informed eoPle I know are rc!lglouo
believers. ]f isn't just that] don't believe in
C;od and, naturauj hope that] m rlgLﬁ nmy
belief. ]’t‘b ’thatl hope that there is no God‘ ]

Ee a Goc!; ] don't want the
universe to be like that.”
-Tl’romas Nagcl
Fropessor of Fhfloscjphy, INEY Y’ork

don't want there to
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e all those historical facts could ve ry well be wrong,
trllth iS > can never bBL’ {or sure for sure }WHJL' we can

look at bxts of evidence we c]o havg anc’ see if it a”

d None of thos; clamﬁ are
aﬂt’i‘-»’flg or even unli l(L]Lj to occur, the
no motivation for anyone to have lied or otherwi
(alsified the records. But when we come to !LSI 4
‘:OL; Flrst off there are claims of supematura[ 50
that right there is a big red flag.”
- heiat Q hrxahanpoa’t I—orums

(:ommcntml historic 1h’ of ]( andw ]1(, lieves J(,:-us never

existea

PBut if we admit (God, must we
admit Miracle? ]ncleecl, indeed, you
have no security against it. Thatis

the bargain"
~ C 5 Lcwis

Af/’rac/@:{, pg 1 69

REASON #2: SPIRITUAL BLINDNESS OF |

“The IﬂUC crowd of the ]ew
then learned that r_ie was tLvelc

tlﬁeq came, not for ]ewus
on}q, but that tLvéL mxﬁl'vt

l azarus, whom l"]c

m the dead. But the

chief Prxg:,f:, Planned to Put
Lazaru< to death a]so because
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“When we lack the will to see things as

’chey rea”g are, there is no’ching 50

mgs’cerious as the obvious.”
-~ ]rving K ristol

ugETI he said to him, f the}j do
not listen to Moses and the
Frophets, theg will not be

Persuaded even if someone rises

from the dead.’
(| uke 16:31)

“No’chinggooc{ can come if the will is

wrong,. And to give evidence to him

who loves not the truth is to give him
more P]enthcu! material for

misinterpretation.”

- Richard Weaver
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" But now Chris’c has been raised from the

dead, the first fruits of those who are asleep.“
(1 Corinthians 15:20)

THE THIRD DAY

A DEFENSE OF CHRISPSRESURRECTION — PART 2
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