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FOREWORD. 

T
HE powers of the human mind work in different

spheres and in different directions, hence, 
where harmony might have been expected, a certain 
antagonism is discernible. Now it is on the co
ordination of these powers that the happiness and 
efficiency of man depend. In the Fall, however, the 
equilibrium of his nature was destroyed and confusion 
introduced. 

The chief faculties of the mind are criticism and 
wonder. By the former man is enabled to distinguish 
between what is true and what is false, and is thus 
brought into contact with reality.• The latter faculty 
impels him to submit to the grandeur of the Universe, 
to acknowledge and to bow before the mystery and 
magnitude of the forces at work therein. Alone, 
criticism leads to rationalism, wonder to superstition. 
When they work together in the harmony originally 
designed, man is led to the feet of God to worship in 
spirit and in truth. 

The evidence for the Resurrection of Christ estab
lishes its place in history beyond any reasonable 
doubt. But the wonder of it! An empty grave, artd 
that He Who lay therein for a space is living now in 
the power of a life indissoluble ! · Yet, properly 
considered, the wonder of the Resurrection of Christ 
is altogether secondary to the wonder of His character, 
His sinless, perfect life. And even this yields to the 
wonder of His death. This, indeed, is the crowning 
marvel, that He, the Holy One, the Son of God, 
should have died at all! If He was sinless why 
should He die ? There is but one answer possible to 
that question, and it is His own. He subn1itted to 
death in order that He might give His life a ransom. 
for the lives of men. And if this is so, is it to be 
deen1ed a thing incredible that God has raised Him 
from among the dead ? Surely not. It is the Resur
rection of Christ that explains His death, vindicates 
His claims, and that brings to all who put their trust in 
Him present experience of peace with God. c. F. H,



THE RESURRECTION 

OF CHRIST. 

Introduction. 

THAT J�sus of Nazareth had been raised 
from among the dead was · the essential 

element in the preaching of the Apostles ; 
this was the central fact, the keystone of the 
G.ospel arch. Little wonder their testimony
was received with incredulity by their con
temporaries, alike among the men of their
own race and in the wider circle of the nations
to which they gave it. It contradicted all
human experience. On this ground alone
there was a strong presumption against · the
truth of the assertion, and the attendant
difficulties have not decreased with time.
Men of later days have not shown any greater
readiness to accept the story of the empty
tomb under the Syrian skies. Hence the re
cords of the facts, and of the issues of the
facts, immediate and more remote, demand
patient investigation. A claim of such un
precedented character, and one, moreover, on
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which depend such momentous consequences, 
should be supported by the most convincing 
evidence. 

Before proceeding to examine the testimony 
to the Resurrection of Christ� however, it will 
be well to inquire what thoughts about re
surrection were generally prevalent at the 
beginning of the Christian era. 

Belief of the Heathen. 

In the philosophy of the Gentiles evil was 
held to be inherent in matter, and all human 
misery to be consequent on the imprisonment 
of the soul in the body. If, and when, the 
soul escapes from the body, as a butterfly 
escapes from the chrysalis, man might expect 
an era of peace, if not of joy. Hence arose the 
teaching that the soul is immortal; that the 
body, being mortal, would pass into corrup
tion and perish, and the evil would perish 
with it. The soul, free from its intolerable 
bondage, would continue immutable and 
perhaps even happy. But even this was a 
belief rather than a hope. On· the other han�, 
it was argued that with the body the soul must 
also perish, and the man pass thus into ob
livion. But whatever difference of opinion 
there might be about the soul, no one con
ceived that the body had any future but cor
ruption. To men whose anticipations of 
their future were of this character, _that the 
·body should be raised from the dead would
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appear to be nothing short of a calamity. 
Consequently they heard of the Resurrection 
of the Lord Jesus not merely with incredulity, 
but with repugnance and derision (Acts 17. 32). 

Belief of the Jews. 

Among the Jews the case was different. 
They were divided into two main parties; 
the smaller, but more influential, the Sad
ducees, " saying that there is no resurrection" ; 
the larger and more popular, the Pharisees, 
confessing it as their hope (Matt. 22. 23 ; Acts 
23. 6-9, cp. 4. 1, 2). To the Old Testament
both made their appeal. On the one side
might be urged the absence of any categorical
statement on the subject, and the possibility
of explaining in a spiritual sense the passages
on which their opponents depended. Joseph
seems to have associated his hope with his
body, but whether his faith grasped the idea
of resurrection is not stated, and may not
even be implied (Gen. 50. 25, cp. Heb. 11. 22).
There had been cases recorded in their history
of the dead restored to life again, but these
were of resuscitation rather than of resur
rection (see 1 Kings 17. 17-24; 2 Kings 4. 18-37;
13. 20, 21). Moreover, when the prophets
spoke of the future of the Jewish nation, so
long under the yoke of foreign oppression,
they used language describing its ardently
desired and hoped for deliverance as a rising
from the dead. Now this was figurative_



6 The Resurrection of Christ. 

language, but figurative language carries 
,veight just in proportion to the familiarity of 
those who hear it with the facts on which it is 
based (see Isa. 26. 19; Ezek. 37. 1-14; Hosea 
6. 2 ; 13. 14). In one case indeed the words
seem to refer rather to individuals than
to the nations, and if so then a literal resur
rection is certainly intended (Dan. 12. 2).
The language of Psalm 16. 9, 10, " My flesh
also shall dwell in safety. For Thou wilt not
leave my soul to Sheol; neither wilt Thou
suffer Thine Holy One to see corruption", is
unmistakable, and to it Peter appeals in the
first declaration of the Christian Gospel (Acts
2. 25-31, cp. 1 Cor. 15. 3). So also the writer
of the Epistle to the Hebrews, when re
counting the fundamental elements of revealed
truth common to the Old Dispensation and
tlie New, includes "resurrection of the dead"
( chap. 6. 2).

It is not clear whether Martha's words con
cerning her brother Lazarus expressed current 
Jewish, or rather Pharisaic, hopes, or whether 
she had in mind the earlier teaching of the 
Lord Jesus. Considering the general dulness 
of apprehension on the. part of the disciples, 
the latter is not likely. Moreover, when He 
said to her, " I am the Resurrection, and the 
Life : he that believeth on Me, though he 
die, yet shall he live", her reply shows that 
she had . not grasped His meaning, for in 
�esponse she merely declared her belief that 
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He was '' the Christ, the Son of God '' 
(John 11. 23-27). 

An Inference. 

The usual method of the Lord Jesus when 
appealing to the Old Testament was to quote 
its statements with an introductory "it is 
written", or equivalent phrase, predicating 
its authority. It is noteworthy, then, that 
when the Sadducees submitted to Him the 
hypothetical case of the woman who had seven 
husbands, instead of quoting any statement of 
Seri pture He suggested an inference from a 
Divine declaration which at first sight seems to 
be but remotely connected with resurrection: 
"God spake unto him [Moses], saying, I 
am the God of Abraham, and the God of 
Isaac, and the God of Jacob. He is not the 
God of the dead, but of the living" (Mark 
12. 18-27). His meaning, however, is per
fectly plain, though the words seem contra
dictory. Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob had
been long dead, even in Moses' day, and God
is their God. Yet God is not the God of the
dead, but of the living. Then Abraham,
Isaac, and Jacob are living ! But how can
they be both dead and living too? Did He
mean that they are dead now and shall live
hereafter ? No, for the words He quotes
from Exodus 3. 6, " I am the God ", plainly
ref er to the time at which they were originally
spoken. True the verb is omitted, but had
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either the past or the future been intended the 
verb would have been expressed in its ap
propriate tense. Apparently, then, the plain 
implication of His words is that the Patriarchs 
are at the present time consciously existent in 
a disembodied state, and that in this fact is 
to be seen the Divine pledge that their bodies 
shall be raised and restored to them, and if 
to them, then to all. 

Such then were the thoughts of men con
cerning the future of the body when the Gospel 
began to be preached in the world. Among 
the Gentiles, antagonism ; among the Jews, 
blank denial on the part of some, practical dis
belief on the part even of those who adhered 
to the theory of its possibility, for Paul's 
words before Agrippa, "Why is it judged in
credible with you, if God doth raise the dead"? 
seem to have been addressed to Pharisees as 
well as to Sadducees (Acts 26. 5-8). 

The Teaching of the Lord. 

But " our Saviour Christ Jesus " appeared, 
abolishing death, and bringing " life and in
corruption to light through the Gospel " (2 
Tim. 1. 10). And this He did, first by His 
teaching, then finally and conclusively by His 
own Resurrection from among the dead. 

Early in His ministry He made veiled re
ferences to the experience of death that lay 
before Him, and to its issue in resurrection, 
as when He said to the Jews, " Destroy this 
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Temple, and in three days I will raise it up " ; 
but whereas they, and apparently His dis
ciples also, supposed that He referred to the 
massive pile of buildings amid which they 
stood, He, in fact," spake of the Temple of His 
body'' (John 2. 19-22). Later He spoke plainly 
to the disciples, telling them "how that He 
must ... be killed, and the third day be raised 
up" (Matt. 16. 21). Pharisees though they 
were in doctrine, they did not grasp the mean
ing of His plain statements, but questioned 
" among themselves what the rising again from 
the dead should mean" (Mark 9. 10). 

From all this, then, it is abundantly evident 
that the disciples did not expect the Resurrec
tion of the Lord Jesus, indeed they seem to 
have anticipated His death just as little. 

Nature of the Evidence. 

The Resurrection of Christ had no spectators, 
in this resembling creation and the new birth. 
Were matter, a diatom or a world, to be 
brought into existence on the stage of a micro
scope, or within the range of a telescope, there 
is no human faculty adequate to the veri
fication of the creative act. It would remain 
uncertain whether what the skilled observer 
had seen was not merely the passage of one 
form of matter into another in the one case, 
the. emergence from invisibility to visibility 
of a body in space in the other. In the very 
nature of things, it is ' by faith we perceive 

B 
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that the worlds have been framed by the fiat 
of God''. Neither is there any human faculty 
adequate to observe the process whereby a 
man is born again : "The Spirit breatheth 
where He listeth, and thou hearest .... but 
knowest not" (John 3. 8, R.V., margin). Had 
the actual Resurrection of the Lord Jesus, the 
revivification of His Body, taken place in 
ideal conditions under the eyes of ideal ob
servers

., 
their testimony could have added 

nothing of weight to the evidence otherwise 
available. By what criterion could they have 
distinguished between resurrection, in the full 
sense of the word, and resuscitation from a 
trance ? Obviously, what is required to es
tablish the fact of His Resurrection is sufficient 
evidence, first, of the reality of His death, and 
second, of the identity of the One Who had 
died with the One Who afterwards appeared 
to the disciples and held converse with them. 

The Reality of the Death. 

Of the reality of the death of the Lord Jesus 
no room is left for doubt. The execution was 
carried out by those most competent of execu
tioners, the Roman soldiery, men who, un
influenced by any of the finer feelings, made 
assurance doubly sure by the thrust of a spear. 
Indeed Pilate, with whom the responsibility 
in such matters ultimately lay, before giving 
his sanction to the removal of the corpse, 
reassured himself as to the death by inquiry of 
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the officer directly charged with the execution 
(Mark 15. 43-45). 

The priests and other leaders of the Jews 
did not relax their vigilance until they also 
were assured that their end had been accom
plished. They raised no question of the re
liability of the soldiers, in such a case as this 
above suspicion. Their sole apprehension 
seems to have been of trickery on the part of 
the disciples, and against this Pilate permitted 
them to take precautions. Later, when the 
story of the Resurrection of the Lord Jesus 
began to spread abroad, they explained it, 
not by questioning the reality of His ¢leath, 
but by asserting that His Body had been 
stolen. But the truth of this assertion can
not be maintained in view of the simple fact 
that, even if the disciples had had the will to 
remove the Body, they certainly had not the 
power. The Jews themselves, anticipating 
this manoeuvre, suggested precautions which 
were carried out by the Roman soldiers, and 
which made any meddling ,vith the tomb 
impossible. "Ye have a guard : go your way, 
make it as sure as ye can,'' were. the words of 
Pilate to the priests and others who approached 
him on the matter (Matt. 27. 62-66; 28. 11-15). 

The Despair of the Disciples. 

- Moreover, the disciples, as we have seen,
did not anticipate the death of their Master,
neither does it seem to have entered their
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minds that the plans of the priests had mis
carried through the bungling of the soldiers, 
and that He had not actually expired. The 
pictures they themselves have left of their 
condition after what they beheld at the Cross 
is one of hopeless despair. The closest scrutiny 
of the narratives fails to discover that the 
smallest ray of hope remained; the gloom is not 
alleviated by the faintest gleam of intelligent 
anticipation on the part of any one of them. 
He was a memory, a might-have-been. The 
story was ended, unless indeed, there was to 
be a sequel of disaster to themselves. 

A school of early heretics did indeed deny 
that Christ had died, but this they did on doc
trinal, not on historical, grounds. Thinking 
to safeguard the doctrine of His Deity, they 
denied the reality of His humanity, and con
sequently the reality of His death. But the 
fact that they declared that on the Cross 
some one, Judas or another, took His place 
shows that they did not deny that what seemed 
to be death was actually such. The evidence 
seems conclusive then that Jesus of Nazareth 
did expire on the Cross, and that His death 
\.Vas ratified by His burial in a tomb. 

The Fourth Gospel 

\.Vas written by the survivor of the apostolic 
band who,· in the late evening of his life, traced 
for succeeding ages the beginnings of his own 
faith. His narrative presents two character-
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istics that concern us here ; it is to some ex
tent supplementary to the other three, and it 
is little concerned with externals and matters 
of detail, so much so, indeed, that it has been 
called " the Spiritual Gospel". 

The farmer of these characteristics is seen 
in John's introduction of Nicodemus into the 
story. On the part h� took in the burial of 
the Lord the earlier writers are silent; they do 
not even mention his name. But John re
cords that Nicodemus brought one hundred 
pounds weight of spices, which were wrapped 
up in the cloths with the body. Remembering 
the second of the two characteristics men
tioned above, the incorporation in the nar
rative of such a mere detail as the weight of 
myrrh and aloes used causes a little surprise, 
and indeed, in the description of a scene of 
such pathos and solemnity, seems somewhat 
incongruous. The careful reader of these 
records, however, will suspect that this de
parture on the part of John from his normal 
method is deliberate, and that his object will 
shortly be developed. 

The Message from the Tomb. 

The Sabbath passed, the first day of the 
new week davvned, and with it came a strange 
story to Peter and John. What they heard 
from Mary Magdalene aroused memories of 
tp.ings the Lord Jesus had said while He was 
yet with them, and sent them in hot haste to 
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the tomb. It is unnecessary to reproduce the 
narrative here in detail, though it is worthy of 
notice that the story is evidently that of an 
eye-witness and an actor in the scene described. 
We shall confine ourselves to one point. What 
was it John savv in the tomb, and, seeing, 
believed that his Lord had indeed been raised 
from the dead ? 

The Condition of the Body. 

First let us remind ourselves of what had 
been laid therein, and of what therefore they 
expected to find there. The Body of the Lord 
had been enswathed in linen cloths, in the 
folds of vvhich had been laid a hundred pounds 
weight of spices. John's words here (19. 40) 
are worthy of note. He does not use " vvrap ", 
as the others do, but substitutes therefor the 
vvord which he, in common with Matthew (27. 
2) and Mark ( 15. 1), uses to describe the pre
cautions taken by the captors of the Lord
Jesus on the night of the betrayal, and during
His trial. Bound in life by the hands of hate,
He was bound in death by the hands of love.

In recounting the occurrences of that mo
mentous occasion John uses three distinct 
words for '' to see ''. That in verse 5, blepo, 
signifies the act of looking; that in verse 6, 
theoreo, describes a comprehensive glance; but 
that in verse 8, oida, conveys the idea of ap
prehension. Peter saw what there was to be 
seen with the outward eye; John, too, saw all 
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that, but he saw with the mind as ,vell ; he 
perceived the significance of what he beheld, 
and believed that He Who had lain there for a 
little vvhile, but Whose Body had disappeared, 
had been raised from the dead. 

What John Saw. 

What John saw was this : the wrappings 
were there, but the Body had gone. The 
wrappings themselves had not been disturbed 
as would have been the case had human hands 
released Him from the folds. The napkin 
that had been wound round the Head retained 

,. 

its shape. The word John uses to describe it, 
entu.Zlisso, is that used by Matthe,v (27. 59) 
and by Luke (23. 53), and translated " v1rap
ped" ; it is, literally, 'infolded '. If it ,vas 
clear that human hands had not undone vvhat 
human hands had done three days before, it 
,vas equally clear t_hat neither by strength nor 
by ingenuity had the Lord freed Himself from 
the bonds and the weight V\7ith vvhich His Body 
had been so closely invested. He had simply 
left them as they had been laid. John's 
strongly intuitive mind working rapidly and 
unerringly saw that no human agency, no 
merely natural po,ver, had been at ,vork. The 
Lord was risen indeed, even as He had said. 

The Closed Doors. 

When the evening of that day drew in the 
disciples were gathered in a room, the doors 
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of which, from motives of prudence, had been 
shut. They had heard, some of them had 
seen, strange things, and as they all listened 
to the latest story brought from Emmaus, 
'' He Himself stood in the midst of them''. 
The effect upon them is described graphically 
by one who may very well have been present*, 
but who in any case claims to have investigated 
the story with the greatest care. In vivid 
words he describes the birth pangs of faith, 
rising from terror, through fear and perplexity 
and doubt, into the feeling that it is all too 
good to be true, and passing into joy as they 
look upon the nail-marked hands and feet. 
Then they began to understand the Death in 
the light of the Resurrection. 

The Risen Lord. 

He Who now companied with them for forty 
days was the same Lord with Whom they had 
spent so much of the past ·three years, and in 
the same Body. That it was the same He put 
beyond question · when He declared Himself 
not a spirit but possessor of a human frame, 
'' a spirit ha th not flesh and bones as ye behold 
Me having", and when He showed them His 
nail-mark_ed hands, His spear-riven side. 

It was the same Body, but vested with new 
powers, as witness the emptied cerements and 
the forsaken tomb, and His appearance in the 

* I.e., if Luke was the companion of Cleopas on the
journey to Emmaus. 
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room, the doors of which were shut. It had 
been sown a natural Body, that is, a Body 
fitted for an earthly environment ; it was 
raised a spiritual Body, that is, a Body suited 
for a heavenly environment (1 Cor. 15. 44, 47). 
None the less it was the same Body, and per
haps the best guide to our thoughts about 
it is the story of the Transfiguration (Matt. 
17. 1-8).

Henceforth, then, among the Jews the
disciples proclaimed "in Jesus the resur
rection from the dead", and among the 
Gentiles "Jesus and the resurrection " 
(A.cts 4. 2 ; 17. 18). 

The Character of the Narratives. 

It is noteworthy that the Evangelists ap
proach the narrative of the post-resurrection 
appearances of the Lord without any indica
tion that they supposed this part of their story 
to be more difficult of belief than that which 
preceded it. They make no effort to be im
pressive ; they do not seem to be conscious 
of e?Cperimenting with the credulity of their 
readers. They write as men who knew them
selves to be historians, not. apologists, making 
no attempt either to explain or to defend 
what it is their business merely to record. 

Again, as in their accounts of the life of the 
Lord Jesus*, the Evangelists present a per
fect character, so in their accounts of His 

* See "The Historic Christ", Witness Manual, No. 4.
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appearances after His Resurrection they pre
sent a convincing character. The significance 
of the naturalness of what they write must not 
be allowed to escape notice; it lies in this, that 
they have succeeded where the failure of literary 
genius has been marked. The greatest writers 
have not a voided making their visitants to 
mundane scenes weird, grotesque, or simply 
absurd. Nor do spiritist mediums call up 
and make to speak the spirits of men of known 
character and marked po\vers ; it is not easy 
even for a clever man to put appropriate words 
and sentiments into the mouth of, say, a 
Milton or a Macaulay. But in Luke 24 and 
in John 20, 21 the Lord Jesus speaks and acts 
without restraint and without incongruity. 
If this is art, it is art unequalled, before or 
since ! The happy alternative is that these 
are unvarnished and unadorned narratives of 
what actually happened; the wonder is not 
in the literary ability of the writers, but in the 
truthfulness of their record. 

Objections Considered. 

The importance of the subject, however, 
demands not merely that what can be urged 
in favour of the New Testament account of the 
Resurrection of the Lord Jesus should be set 
forth, but also that some, at least, of the sug
gested alternatives thereto shoulq. be examined. 
So, notwithstanding the cogent reasons above 
advanced for accepting the historicity of the 
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narratives on the point, we may ask whether, 
after all, it is possible that He was not dead, 
that He had merely swooned away, mind 
and body exhausted under the fearful strain 
of the trial, the scourging, the crucifixion, 
and the soldier's spear, and that, in the cool 
darkness of the rock-hewn sepulchre, the life 
that had ebbed so far had begun slowly to flow 
again? 

The Swoon Theory. 

However reasonable the suggestion under
lying this question may at first sight seem to 
be, it is clearly ruled out by John's testimony 
to the ' tying ' ( so the word is translated in 
Matthew 21. 2) of the Body in the grave 
clothes weighted with one hundred pounds of 
spices. Not even Samson in the fulness of 
his strength had freed himself from such bonds, 
much less a man. barely snatched from the 
jaws of a cruel death. 

But more. What. would have been the 
effect upon the discouraged disciples of the 
appearance of their Master among them in 
such a condition? Weak and faint, needing 
the tenderest care to nurse Him back to 
strength, He could only have moved them to 
pity; and an object of pity never yet inspired 
confidence or aroused enthusiasm. What 
more could He have seemed than a pretender 
to leadership broken by fate? Of what avail 
the presence of one in such a state of physical 
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debility to tu�n defeat into victory? Could 
He have said ,vith effect either" peace be unto 
you", or "as the Father hath sent Me, even 
so send I you'' , or '' tarry . . . till ye be clothed 
with power " ? How incongruous such words 
from such lips! Surely they would have said 
to Him, " Physician, heal Thyself ". Far from 
imparting to them a spiritual impulse which in 
the event proved sufficient to carry them un
daunted to the end of their lives, He could 
only have weakened or o bli tera ted every im
pression His character, His teaching, and His 
miracles had previously made upon them. 

As soon as the first shock of surprise and 
fear had spent itself, the effect of His presence 
was to lift them clean out of the slough of 
despond into which they had been plunged. 
From that hour they never looked back, but 
with unflinching determination faced a world 
roused by their message to the fiercest an
tagonism. The cause must have been adequate 
to the effect. He \iVho could change these 
disappointed and fear-ridden men into in
trepid heroes must Himself have been, mentally 
and physically, the embodiment alike of the 
courage and of the strength ,vhich becan1e 
theirs when He breathed upon them, saying, 

" Receive ye the Holy Spirit ". 

Were the Disciples Self-Deceived? 

Again, was not the wish father to the 
thought ? Had not their minds d,velt so long 
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upon the prospect of the Resurrection of their 
Master that they ultimately came to imagine 
that what they so ardently desired had actually 
happened ? Beyond doubt the human mind 
does so work; again and again, in great things 
and in small, men have thus deluded them
selves. Here, however, the question is not 
,vhether such mental aberrations are theoreti
cally possible, or whether they have been 
actually known in human experience, but 
whether the circumstances attending the Re
surrection of the Lord Jesus are such as to 
leave the possibility of this explanation open. 
That they are not is clear from the fact, made 
quite plain by the Evangelists, that even in 
the inner circle of the disciples His death was 
not anticipated, His reference to His Resur
rection not understood. To this must be 
added further that the occasions on which He 
appeared extended over forty days, that they 
were not few but many, and that of the ap
pearances recorded, while· some took place at 
night, and others at dawn, on other occasions 
He was seen in the full light of day. Nor 
were these merely mome11tary appearances, 
passing without opportunity for steady gaze. 
On the contrary, He addressed to the disciples 
lengthy discourses, and encouraged them to 
observe closely the marks of the wounds He 
had· sustained in the Cross. Neither did He 
appear to individuals only, the witnesses were 
many ; now two, now ten, and on one occasion 
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at least five hundred persons saw Him at one 
time. It is not conceivable that these were 
all simultaneous victims of heated imagination, 
deluded into believing what they did not 
anticipate and did not understand, and what 
involved them in the most unpleasant con
sequences. 

Legend and Myth. 

lVIyths and legends, moreover, being pro
ducts of the imagination, demand time for 
growth, much time to invest them with the 
atmosphere of naturalness that makes them 
plausible. Yet in three days the Resurrection 
,vas an accepted fact with the majority of the 
disciples, and in a few weeks' time they were 
all preaching it with emphasis and effect. But 
their dulness and their doubts are frankly 
acknowledged .. One of them, indeed, Thomas, 
presented in other scenes as an eminently 
practical man, second to none in devotion 
to the Lord Jesus, maintained his scepticism 
for eight days, but :finally, on presentation 
of the proofs, accepted the fact, and showed 
that he appreciated its significance by the 
words he addressed to Him, "My Lord and 
my God". 

The Letters of Paul. 

Twenty years later letters were written by 
the Apostle Paul to companies of Christians 
in places far distant from the scene of this 
tragedy and its sequel, and from this corres-
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pondence it is plain that writer and readers 
alike accepted the Resurrection of the Lord 
Jesus as historical fact. His Resurrection is 
not the theme of these letters ; the writer no
where attempts to prove it, nor is there any 
hint that its historicity had been questioned. 
In one of them indeed (see 1 Cor. 15) in view 
of the scepticism of some about the future 
resurrection of Christians, he devotes con
siderable space to the subject generally, yet 
it is plain from what he says that not 
even those who opposed his teaching on 
this point threw any doubt on the Resurrec
tion of Christ. 

Failure of Contemporary Opposition. 

To the early Christians, then, the Resurrec
tion of the Lord Jesus was not a beautiful and 
pathetic product of the imagination ; it was 
soberly stated and soberly accepted as his
torical fact. Mor�over, the enemies of the 
Gospel at the outset were as keen and as com
petent as ever they have been since. And 
they had this advantage over their successors, 
that had it been possible to discredit the 
preaching, as by showing that Jesus of N aza
reth had actually Ii ved after His supposed 
death upon the Cross, or by producing His 
dead Body, or by pointing to His known grave, 
this would assuredly have been done. Such 
testimony would have disposed finally of the 
story of the I�esurrection, but no trace has 
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hitherto been discovered that the attempt 
was ever made, and had it been made some 
trace would certainly have been left in either 
the apologies for, or the attacks upon, the 
infant Faith. 

And certainly the lapse of time did not pre
vent the production of the Body, for Peter 
declared the Resurrection of Christ publicly 
in Jerusalem with immediate, rriarked, and 
widespread effect well within two months of 
His crucifixion. But instead of taking this 
obvious step, and thereby effectually silencing 
the Apostles, the leaders of the Jews endea
voured to crush the new movement by threats, 
and finally by persecution. Is it conceivable 
they did not trouble to examine the grave ? 
Or if they found the Body there that they 
would not immediately proclaim the fact and 
produce evidence so entirely irrefutable ? 

A Benevolent Conspiracy. 

Is it not conceivable that the story of the 
Resurrection of Jesus of Nazareth may have 
been set afoot as the result of the calculated 
determination of His followers to carry on the 
good work He had begun ? This they could 
not hope to do in the name of One Who had 
been crucified as a malefactor unless there was 
something to set off that disaster. Hence they 
might have invented the story in so good a 
cause; or, in plain language, may not Chris
tianity have had its origin in a fraudulent 
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•conspiracy entered into by quite worthy men
in the belief that the end would justify the
means?

But if the Lord Jesus had not really died 
this conspiracy could not have been carried 
out successfully without His tacit consent; 
hardly, indeed, without some measure of more 
or less active co-operation on His part. Yet it 
is not too much to say that for the Jesus of 
Nazareth with Whom the gospels make us 
.acquainted to become even a consenting party 
to such a conspiracy is simply inconceivable. 
For this explanation of the Resurrection, more
-over, there is not a shred of historical support; 
and if it were to become plausible as a mere 
-theory it must be shown that such a course of
action would not be inconsistent with what is
known of His character.

Consequences to the Disciples. 

As for the disciples themselves, it is to be 
assumed that men would embark upon such a 
venture only as they stood to gain- by it. In 
pofnt of fact the New Testament itself bears 
witness that the greater their success the 
greater became their own discomfort and.peril.. 
Where their labours prospered they had 
usually, sooner or later, to flee the place, nor 
was flight always possible. Again and again 
their sufferings ended in violent death. In 
face of such opposition as everywhere awaited 
the early preachers of the Gospel, a conspiracy 

1 
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we may safely conclude, would not have been 
long maintained. 

Effect upon the Disciples. 

Moreover, the theory of a pious fraud leaves 
the change wrought in the character of the 
disciples themselves entirely . unexplained. 
Neither in ideals nor in convictions were they 
before the Resurrection what they were there
after. Their grief became gladness, their 
weakness strength, their cowardice courage. 
Their acknowledged leader, writing long after
,vards, described the experience of that time 
in the striking words, '' God ... Who ... be
gat us again unto a living hope by the Resur
rection of Jesus Christ from the dead " (1 Peter 
1. 3). Here the tone of conviction born of,
and tested in, experience is unmistakable.
The surreptitious removal of the Body does
not provide a solution of the psychological
problem involved in such marked and sudden
changes as those undergone by these men
when they became persuaded that their Master
had returned to them in triumph, Victor o·ver
death.

Cause and Effect. 

It is right and proper that every rational 
explanation of the story of the Resurrection 
should be frankly considered, but it must not 
be forgotten that any explanation to be 
rational must be of a kind fitted to account for 
the effects admittedly produced by it. Above 
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all, such explanation must be tested by the 
principle the Lord Jesus Himself laid down : 
" Of thorns men do not gather figs, nor of a 
bramble bush gather they grapes" (Luke 6. 
44). That the influence of the teaching and 
example of Christ have been beneficial to the 
human race does not call for demonstration 
here. Equally evident is it that, apart from 
the Resurrection, the Faith in which that. 
teaching and example are preserved would 
never have been preached. But if the Resur
rection did not occur, either the story that 
it did is the product of the imagination of the 
early disciples, and a more or less conscious 
fraud, or it was carefully concocted, and in 
that case the fraud was deliberate. Either 
way, plainly a tree rooted in corruption has 
brought forth good fruit ! 

Such, and so great, are the difficulties of 
disbelief ! 

The Character of Christ. 

A formidable difficulty in the way of ac
cepting the Resurrection of the Lord Jesus as 
historic fact lies in this, that it is unique in 
human history, and the question naturally 
arises how it is to be believed that universal 
experience has been reversed in a single case. 
The cogency of this objection may be at once 
admitted; it would be fatal if the claim were 
made for an ordinary person. But on any 
showing the Lord Jesus was not an ordinary 
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man, an element in the case that has been 
often overlooked. The ultimate argument 
for the Resurrection-the ultimate argument 
for Christianity indeed-rests upon the char
acter of Christ. When the story of His Resur
rection is read in its place at the end of the 
story of His life the reader is not burdened 
with any sense of incongruity, moral or other
wise. He declared that--He would rise from 
the dead, and His proved veracity in all mat
ters with which He dealt predisposes us to 
believe that He knew and spoke the truth in 
this matter also. His teaching, His miracles, 
His character, prepare us for the sequel, 
which, after all, is no more marvellous than 
the rest of the history. 

The Double Testimony. 

Broadly speaking, testimony to the Resur
rection of Christ is of two kinds : (a) documen
tary testimony to the fact by those who them
selves saw the Lord after the event, or who 
were in immediate contact with those who did 
see Him ; or, (b) historic testimony to its 
consequences, its influence upon the course of 
human history. The former is contained in 
the New Testament, and there alone. This 
written testimony was preceded by a period 
of oral testimony, extending to perhaps 
twenty years. The written statements pre
serve the oral, or spoken, witness for later 
generations. The apostolic age had, indeed, 
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an advantage over ours in that the actual 
\ivitnesses were then alive, while we are in a 
less favourable position for ascertaining the 
facts. On the other hand there are compensa
tions; subsequent to the apostolic age there 
came into being a testimony to the Resurrec
tion of peculiar cogency. The witness to the 
effects of the Resurrection, alike on the page 
of history and in the present condition of the 
\ivorld, is patent to all. It has influenced the 
destinies of nations as probably no single event 
ever influenced them before or since. It has 
affected individual, social, and political life 
as nothing else has ever done. And this dif
ferentiation among men has been altogether 
for the good, material and spiritual, of those 
peoples among whom the Resurrection of 
Christ has been preached. The removal of 
the Body, whether by enemies or by friends, 
conspiracy, pious or fraudulent, the growth of 
legend and myth, or all of these together, will 
not account for the beneficent effects upon the 
,vorld at large, of the preaching of the Gospel, 
of which the Resurrection of Christ is the chief 
corner stone. 

The Outlook of Christ. • 

While He was yet with them the Lord Jesus 
spoke much to His disciples concerning the 
future, and, quite apart from distinct state
ments respecting His Death and Resurrection,. 
always in a way that assumed .that His ac-
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tivity would not cease when He left them 
through the gateway of death. There is no 
hint that when, for example, He said, " Come 
unto Me, ... and I will give you rest ", He 
intended the invitation to be limited to the 
term of His life on earth. Indeed in His case 
even that brief space was not allovved to run 
a normal course, He was cut off in the midst 
of His days. To what purpose then vvere 
such words if they were not uttered in the 
knowledge that He would rise again from 
among the dead ? Myriads since in many 
lands have responded to the invitation, and 
have found and enjoyed the promised rest. 
How is this to be accounted for, save on the 
ground that He is alive? The present ex
perience of the power of Christ to $ave men, to 
which sober and entirely unimpeachable testi
mony abounds world wide, is linked .with the 
promises of Jesus o� Nazareth by His Resur
rection from among the dead. 

The Appeal of the Resurrection. 

The appeal
°

of the story of the Resurrection, 
however, is not to the intellect only. There is 
a moral question involved which may be 
state'd thus : Granted for the moment that 
there is no satisfactory evidence that Jesus of 
Nazareth was raised from the dead, some light 
may be thrown on the moral condition ot a man 
if he will ask himself whether he is glad or 
sorry thereat. Does he wish it were true? Or is 
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he glad that it is not ? Is it matter for regret 
that he cannot find adequate basis for that 
\Vhich promises so much fo:r righteousness ? 
Or does he experience a sense of relief that it is 
not necessary to believe what carries with it 
the certainty of Judgment ? For God " hath 
appointed a day, in the which He will judge the 
world in righteousness by the Man Whom He 
bath ordained ; whereof He hath given as
surance unto all men, in that He hath raised 
Rim from the dead" (Acts 17. 31). 




