THE THIRD DAY

AN EXAMINATION OF THE RESUR RECTION OF JESUS CHRIST



THE THIRD DAY

A DEFENSE OF CHRIST'S RESURRECTION — PART |



“(On any s!ﬂowing the crucifixion should
have Put an end to the Jesus movement
once and for all in an honor and shame

culture like earlg Judaism.”

~ jien Withering’ton ]”




REVIEW OF RESURRECTION FACTS



THE UNDISPUTED FACTS OF THE RESURR ECTION

1. Jesuswas murdered and buried

2. Whree clays afterward, [1is boc‘y went missing

-—

5. | here were appearances oFJesus over the course of 40

days to various Peop]e, inc]uding His chsciPles and
unbelievers

4. (_hrist’s aEPearance transtormed [is followers and some

Previous s ePticsj and became the central focus of their
teaching

Note: These facts are unclisputecl. 5cholars — whether atheist,
agnostic, or Ckristian — who have thorough]g studied the case of
the resurrection all agree to these four facts.

The question before us is this: \What best explains these facts?



ALTERNATIVE HYPOTHESES OF THE RESURRECTION EVENT



ALTERNATIVE EXPLANATIONS FOR RESURRECTION

[ The 5tor3 c}e\/f:lopecl as legeﬂd over time; a mere myth

2. Someone moved/stole the boclg — either the local
authorities or the Aisciples

5. Feop]e went to the wrong tomb

. Swoon theorg; )esus fainted on the cross but revived
natura”y in the tomb. [ e didn’t actua”g die

5. ] he resurrection was spiritual; [ e ‘rose’ in the hearts of
P

is followers but the bod9 remained in the grave

6. allucination theory; all the sightings of Jesus were
imagined

7. Mistaken identitg; someone Prctende& to be Jesus and
fooled everyone



REFUTING THE LEGEND/MYTH HYPOTHESIS

e T he earlg dating of the gospels
ensures theg were written during
litetime of the cgcwitncsses who
could refute legend

R No example OF a ]cgend
clevelo!:)ing within two generations
of an event

s Ncar]g all scholars agree that the
gospc]s we have todag are what
were written in the first centur

* Tivent can be traced back to the

disciples




REFUTING THE LEGEND/MYTH HYPOTHESIS

. Legcnd hgpothesis cannot explain the historica”g
validated transformation ogjames or [aul

D ——

*iehe &isciples went to their deaths for a truth, not a mgth

—

* | he empty tomb is validated }39 non-(__hristian sources
. Where are the chaml:)ions of this theorg’s evidence?




REFUTING THE LEGEND/MYTH HYPOTHESIS
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Jesus resurrection was not a copgcat of pagan mgths



“\/\/hcn the dust has soaked up a Person’s
blooé, once he is dead, there is no

resurrection.”

~Apono, Founcling of Areopagus
Aeschylus, | umenides 647-48



REFUTING THE LEGEND/MYTH HYPOTHESIS

< Horus — Not Rcsurrected: No

account of Horus coming out of
the grave with the bo&g he went in
with. Some accounts have
Horus/siris being brought
back to life bg |sis (after bcing
dismembered) and going to be the
lord of the underworld.

e K rishna - Not Resurrected: died

and ascended; no resurrection

back in this life




REFUTING THE LEGEND/MYTH HYPOTHESIS

e Attis — Not Resurrected: Cgbele [the
great mother goc!cless] asks Zeus to
preserve Attis and he does with the on]g
5IgNs Eeing that his hair continues to grow
and his little Finger moves continuouslg.

Onlg suPPosecl resurrection stories of
Attis come Al 150, long after the start of
Christianitg

* Mithras - Not Resurrected: he comPletes
his earthlg mission then is taken to Para&ise
in a chariot alive and well. ] ertullian did
write about Mithras believers re-enacting
resurrection scenes, but he wrote about this

occurring well after New Testamcnt times. ==

]
Ny
'
IR

4

J
\e

b

c

AW
o!“]
— Y

———

S

;1!5""
)&
NN

-
—

1

Dr. Garg [Habermas’ research has shown there is no true &ging and rising god until after Vo
D.150. The mystery religions, who were very syncretistic (unlike the chs) like]g copy-
catted Christianitg; it was not the other way around.



REFUTING THE LEGEND/MYTH HYPOTHESIS

e seems to be a Proc!aimcr of strange deities”—because he was
Preaching Jcsus and the resurrection. And they took him and
brought him to the Areopagus) saging, “Mag we know what this new
t'cacﬁlhgis which you are Proclaiming’? Ior you are bringing some
strange t/71'fz_g$ to our ears; so we want to know what these things
mean.” (Acts fae /e 8~Z_O>

The Pointz ]F clging and rsing gocls eige aplenty in the first century,
w/y, when the aPosi'/c Faul Prcac/n:a’ Jesus rising from the dead in
Acts 17, did the EPI}:urcans and Stoics not remark, “Ah, just Jke
ﬁorus andetﬁras...”?The same would be true of Fau]’s c{
I Acts 26; chtus, a Roman (who would have known about the
Koman military Mithras cu!t), said Faul was out of his mind for
Preaching the resurrection. Tl‘ne resurrection was unique to

Christianitg.

Iscourse



REFUTING THE STOLEN BODY HYPOTHESIS

e (_annot explain the transformed
lives of the cliscil:) es

e (_annot ex!:)lain the
transformation of the skeptics
James and [aul; their conversion
was based on appearance

¢ A cover-up of this type would be
extremelg difficult to PU” off

» No one dies for what theg know
to be false

. T:_‘m!:)’cg tomb, on its own, would

not convince many (if ang)




REFUTING THE STOLEN BODY HYPOTHESIS

Note that the cgcwitnesses first assumed the bo&g had
been taken; it was (hrist’s appearance to them that

caused them to believe.

e she ran and came to Simon FPeter and to the other clisci!:)]e whom Jesus
loved, and said to them) “Theﬂ have taken away the Lorcl out of the tomb, and we
do not know where they have laid [Him.»*( John 20:2)

" And so Simon Peter also came, Fo”owing him, and entered the tomb; and he saw
the linen wraPPings lﬂing there, and the face-cloth which had been on [is head,
not lging with the linen wrap INgs, but rolled up N a P]ace }39 itself. ... I"or as yet

theg did not understand the Scripturc, that [ e must rise again from the
dcad."(John ZO:6~9)

"So the other disciples were saying to him [ ] homas), “We have seen the | ord?
Put he said to them, “Unless | see in [is hands the imPrint of the nails, and put
my ﬁngcr into the Place of the nails, and put my hand into [is side, | will not
Bclieve.””(John 20:25)



REFUTING THE WRONG TOMB HYPOTHESIS

e | oo SEETY for the religious
opponents of ( hrist to refute —
just go to the right tomb and

roduce the bo&g

e | Does not account for the
appearances to the disciples

y: Does not account for the
conversion of James and [Taul

e Burial site Iike]y known to all
those involved in (_hrist’s death




REFUTING THE APPARENT DEATH HYPOTHESIS

% Jesus was scourged to the Point where He
was comp]ete]g c}isgigured (cF.]s. 52:14)

- Death recorded in all Fourgospels

e Death viewed bg close eyewitnesses

« Roman soldiers did not allow their victims to
live

. Spear wound described in Jo}m 19:34-3%5
tells of the ru turing of the Pericarclium

« Jesuswould Eavc to revive in the tomb, Push
back the stone, overpower the Roman
guards) and then appear to His followers and
skeptics

- Worsl'n'l:) described bg clisciples would have
been unlikely if Jesus was crippling about
and in the shal:)e He would be in

e \Was seenin glorious form 133 Faul




“Accorcling]g, intcrpretations based on
the assumption that Jesus did not die on
the cross appear to be at odds with

modern medical knowle&gc."

~Joumal of American Medical Association
“On the Phgsical death ogjesus Cl‘:rist”
March 21,1986



REFUTING THE SPIRITUAL-ONLY RESURRECTION HYPOTHESIS

< The Gospe] accounts record
that the ciisci!:)les disbelieved - 3

= .
cven on | aster morning,. ]t was

the Phgsical appearances of
(_hrist that transformed them
e | homas doubted the i ’ f‘;
resurrection and onlg believed /
once he touched ( hrist
e (_hrist took food and ate it in
their presence (Luke 24:42-4%)

e James was converted via a

e 23

Pkgsical encounter with Jesus



“| believe the best explanation, consistent with
both scientitic ﬁndings and the surviving
evidence . .. |s that the first (_hristians
experienc:fﬂ hallucinations of the risen Christ,
of one form or another. . . . |n the ancient world,
to experience supematural manitestations of
ghosts, gods) and wonders was not onlg

acceptecjj but encouraged.”

- Atheist Richard (arrier
“The Spiritual Body of Christ” in Em/otﬂ ] omb, pg. 184



REFUTING THE HALLUCINATION HYPOTHESIS

o« A hallucination is a false Perception of
somet!ﬂing that is not there

% Does not address the emptg tomb;
officials (or the &isciples} coulcljust go
to the tomb and Procluce the boclg

. Ha”ucinations are not grou
experiences; theg are inc!ivijual. Jesus |
aPPearecl to groups of People over 40
éags

. Multiple hallucinations would have had
to occur to many different People

e Does not account for the conversion
of the skeptical James

. Doc:s not account for the conversion

of [aul




Down but not out ... 3ct.



REFUTING THE TWIN BROTHER HYPOTHESIS

Jesus must have had an unknown, identical twin brother
who was sc[:)aratcA from him at bir’ch, and who showed
up 13 Jcrusalem at the time of the crucifixion, stole
Jesus’ Bodg, and then showed himself to the &isc;:plés,

r

lcading them to mistakcnly infer that Jesus rose
the dead.

Dr. Robert Gr@g (_avin
umvcrsit9 of ( alifornia Professor, Ph.D.

Dissertation on the Kesurrection

(Noted 59 William | ane Craig in lecture)

om

Book of T homas the (_ontender, part of the Nag FHammadi librargj asserts it
was | homas.



REFUTING THE TWIN BROTHER HYPOTHESIS

e No mention in any historical
document of lesus’ twin; only

very thin assertion is in one of the

(anostic gosEels (T homas) $

* Would have had to mutilate by -
”, ’, ’, ’, r.
himself to carry the crucifixion ' | ” - I
scars | ’.]f e
* Would be suicide; the ‘twin’ would » (A .

have to know what Rome did to R
his brother and that the same fate
would await him

e Bottom line: abso]utelg no
evidence for this theorg

whatsocver



REFUTING THE BIASED TESTIMONY OBJECTION

e Bias’ does not mean false;
someone may strongly hold a
Position and tell the truth. T his
Position would say a holocaust '
victim could not write a true

ortragal of the holocaust
hat made them biased? Whg
would theg lie?

e james and [aul’s bias origina]]9
ran in the oPPosite direction

- The Gospels state that the
disciples origina“g disbelieved

e Does not account for the cml:)t9
tomb



REFUTING THE ‘GREATER IMPACT OBJECTION

. Argues that the resurrection
would see greater imPact In non-
(_hristian historical writings

x lgnores the fact that many books
of antiquitg have been lost

e Within 150 years of his death, 42
au’chorsJ g of them secular

(Josep%us, T acitus, F]ingj
Fh]egon, | ucian, Cclsus,
Suetonius, T hallus, Mara Par-

Serapion> mention Jesus and the

resurrection

. On]g 5 sources in historg mention
Julius Caesar’s mi]itarg exploits






THE UNDISPUTED FACTS OF THE RESURR ECTION

1. Jesuswas murdered and buried

2. Whree clays afterward, [1is boc‘y went missing

-—

5. | here were appearances oFJesus over the course of 40

days to various Peop]e, inc]uding His chsciPles and
unbelievers

4. (_hrist’s aEPearance transtormed [is followers and some

Previous s ePticsj and became the central focus of their
teaching

Again .. the c:]uestion before us is what best explains these
un&ispute& facts?

Sto]en boclg? Mgth? Ha”ucination? Wrong tomb? APParent death?
SpirituaLon]g resurrection? ( nknown twin brother?




“T he ProPosa] that Jesus was bodi19
raised from the dead possesses unrivalled
power to exPlain the historical data at the

heart of carly Christianitg”

~ jﬁislﬁop o Wright




(siven the evidence and logical

conclusions from examining other

hrist’s resurrection?

resurrection }19 otheses, whg do PCOP]C
still reject E



REASON #l: COMMITMENT TO NATURALISM

2 Z B et
. . 4 Y % <,;.

Anthong Flew, noted (now Former} atheist debated Garg Habermas
on the }wistoricitg of the resurrection. ]n the end, Flew admitted that
[Habermas had made an air~tig}1t case — that _Jesus did indeed rise
from the dead. W}‘:at was F]cw’s answer to that?

]t was a one-~-time Physical anomalg...



“] want atheism to be true and am made uneasy
139 the fact that some of the most intel igent

and well-informed PcoPlc | know are re Igious
believers. |t isn't just that | don't believe in
( 1od and, naturaTle hopc that |'m rignt in my
belief. lt's that | hope that there is no (God! |
don't want there to Ec a Go&; ] don't want the
universe to be like that.”
- ] homas Nagc
Frogcssor of Fhilosophy, New York




“Scc all those historical facts could very well be wrong,
truth is we can never say for sure for sure but we can
look at the bits of evidence we do have and see if it all

hangs right, if it makes sense, it it fits within the context

of reason and logic. None of those claims are

Particularlg fantastic or even unlikelg to occur, there is

no motivation for anyone to have lied or otherwise
falsified the records. Put when we come to Jesus‘?
Hoobogi First off there are claims of su!:)ematural SO
that right there is a big red flag.”
~At%ei5t, Christianpostcom I"orums

Commenting on historicitg of Jesus and whg he believes lesus never
existed



Put if we admit (God, must we
admit Miracle? |ndeed, indeed, you
have no security against it. T hatis

the bargain”

- (L awis

Miracles, pg. | 69



R EASON #2: SPIRITUAL BLINDNESS OF MAN

”The larg@ crowd of the Jews
then learned that Hé was therc‘:;

and theg came, not for Jesus’

sake onlg, but that theg might .
also see | azarus, whom [ e
raised from the dead. Put the
chief Pricsts P]anned to put
Lazarus to death also; because
on account of him many of the \
Jews were going away and were
be]ieving in _Jesus.”
(John 12:9-11)



“MWhen we lack the will to see t%ings as
theg reaug are, there is nothing SO

mgsterious as the obvious.”

- ]r\/ing Kristo]



Py ut he said to him, |t thcg do
not listen to Moses and the
Frophcts, theg will not be

Persuadcd even i someone rises

from the dead.” »"
(| uke 16:31)



“Notlﬁing good can come if the will is

gelyf-8 And to give evidence to him

who loves not the truth is to give him
more Plenthcul material for

misinterpretation.”

- Richard Weaver



1 he Reality...?



! But NOW Christ has been raised from the
dea&, the first fruits of those who are aslcep.”

(1 (_orinthians 15:20)




THE THIRD DAY

A DEFENSE OF CHRIST’S RESURRECTION — PART 2



