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stant stream of destiructive criticism, With merciless and abus=-

THE RESURRECTION OF JESUS CHRIST.

The resurrection of Jesus Christ has been the
subject of controversy from the very beginning of the Christian
era, Inquiries concerning the resurrecticn cannoct be silenced,
The universal craving for immortality prompts and stimulates
interest in the problem of the resurrection. Immortality and the
resurrection are not to be identified.. It is quite impossible
however to think of the one without thinking of the other,

During this prolonged debate there has been a con

ive invectivee these critics have heaped scorn and contempt up-
on the Christian hope, Renan and Strauss have besn conspicuous
for their negative criticism. The latter declares that in deal-
ing with the narratives of the resurrection it is evident that wi
must distinguish two different strata of legend, an older one,
represented by Matthew, which knew only of appearances in Gal-
ilee, and a laéser, in which the Galilean appearances are ex-
cluded in favor of aprearances in Jerusalem. In both cases the
narratives are regarded as mére myths. In any attempt to explain
them we are forced on one horn of the dilémma or the other- if
the resurrection was real, the death was not real; and if the
death was mehlyeihelYesurrection was not real. That the ascensiol
is a myth he regards as self evident. Holtzmann explains the

mystery of the open grave by saying that Joseph, the distinguishs
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pd member of the Sanhedrin, who had in the first instance afforda

led the body a resting place in his rock-sepulchre, was not dis.

bosed to permit a crucified man to lie permanently beside the dead
bf his own family. 48 soon as the Sabbath was at an end he quiet-
ry buried the body in some other place. The appearances to the
iisciples and to the multitude he regards as a bit of mental in-
EOxication. He declares that Peter's mind was well propared for
® vision of the risen Lord in Galilee., After this Peter took

the path Jesus had pointed out tb him,. Sure of his own faith, he
1ow set to work to encourage the other disciples. 8o the Twelve
sather about him, Peter tells them he had seen the risen Lord.
Lhe story infects those who hear it, so that now the Twelve also
pee the risen Lonl. Then comes the vision to the ¥ive hundred
prethern. This was due to the preaching of the disciples. There-
Upon the tidings of these appearances spread thri! out the whole
region of Galil@e where Jesus had laboured: The story them comes
10 the family of Jesus, and the return to Jerusalem. was made
jmperative by another appearance of the risen Lérﬂ.'Finaliy we
ave the appearance to Saul. Thus Holtzmann disposes of the pro-
llem. Peter's imagination was fired, and in telling of his
dreams to others they too.led into the same experience stc etc.

hristianity, on the basis of such an explanation of the resurr-

Pond

jction, rests upon unbalanced minds and unbridled imagination.

o

0 mccept an explanation of this character is to create a more
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diffiocult situation than presented in the more traditional and
conservative view.

The older Bationalism hoped to escape this dilemma
by the hypothesis of the death being only an apparent one. We are
reminded of the well-known fact that sufforers on the cross did
not usually expire in a few }iours; and we are told that, fortunaty
iely for Jesus, he was spared the breaking of his limbs; and that
ithe wound made by the lance may not have been dangerous, Poss-
ibly, t;>o, Jesus was only in a faint when He was taken down
from the cross and carried to the sepulchre, It might be regard-
ed as conceivable that on Easter morning Jesus showed Himself
beside the sepulchre attired in vestments belonging to the gard-
ener, in the afternoon walked in the country, and in the eveé-~
ning, being complete}y restored, sppeared amoné the ‘disoiples.
Woiss meots this line of absurdities in fhe following words,

RAt the present day it is not worth while to dissolve this fabw
ric'ation of a phafxtasy destitute of all historical meaning.” If
thru fortunate cirsumstances or timel{r-caro Jesus was saved from
eath and restored to his disciples, that could never give rise
fo the idea that he had risen from the dead. If the resurrection
was only recovery £ rom a swoon, what became of him for the re-
mainder of his days?

Others who are opposed to the fact of the resurr-

bction declare that the disciples of the Lord stole the body in
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thow goenerally admitted, both by friends and ensmies. i

order to preash the resurrection. One critic goes so far to say
that the disciples were in need of some occupation to insure them
a living., They consequently hit upon the ide.a. of stealing the bodj

of Christ, after which they would preach the resurrection, and thy

P
Erovide themselves with a message thru which they planned to gaini

livelihood. That the body was not stolen from the grave is

Then there is the theory of visions, impbied in
the position of Holtsmann stabted ambove, But this view is incon=

istent with the mental stete of the disciples previous to the

ifestations, Before we can account on natural principles for
Ihe’ occurrence of a vision two thinge at least must mark the
ubject of it~ t_:elief in the idea that it expresses and excited
oxpectation that the idea will somehow be realised. Belief and
axpect’a,ncy are absolutely ess;.antial to the piwoduction of vislons,
In the subject with which we are dealing both of these factors
?.re wanting., Again the vision theory is inconsistent with (a)
the length of time generally occupied by them, (b) with the fact
of their having been witnessed by my many persons simultaneously,
(c) with the scene of the chief manifestations, (d) and finally
H’ith their sudden cessation, .
We have reviewed briefly some of the negatiVes

ositions assumed toward the proplem of the resurrection. But

faith in the resurrection of Jesué of Nazareth cannot be de-
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- |toward Christ as a whole determines very largely the conclusions

troyed, The fact that faith in the resurrection persists, in

ppite of this volume of adverse criticism, is one of the stronge
eat proofs for its historicity.

| It must also be remembered that onets attitude

[
!i:especting the resurrection. The believerds presupposition is
Chrisy. If Christ was what his Church has hitherto believed him
to be-the divine son and saviour of the world- there is no
mntecedent presumption against his resurrection; rather it is in-
tredible that he should have remainel the prey of death. If a
fower estimate is taken of Christ, the historical evidence for
the resurrection will assume a different aspect.i]'.t will then
omain to be seen which estimate of Christ most oentirsly fits

in with the tokality of facts. On that basis the question may
gafely de brouéhsc to an issue, ' '

Thus we 8ee the necessity of approaching the prob-
lom sympathetically. It would be rather foolish to talk to a
hagan regarding the advantages of a bath tub, It would be just
ps foolish to discuss the resurrection of J.esus to a man who

Rhad already denounced the man of Galilee as an impostor and a
raud. An intelligent doctor of medicine wouldnt. engage a rad-
lcal Christian Scientist to distribute his pewiers and pills, A
8killed surgeon wouldnt deliver his patient into the hands of

F stock yard butcher, The astronomer would be loathe ta regard
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as valid tﬁe conclusions of a blind man regarding the location
of the stara, Just so would a Christian hesitate to ac&ept as
valid the criticism concerning the resurrection of one at whose
door of the heart Christ has knocked and pleaded in vain,

It may be argued that a prejudiced mind isnt cap~

lables of calm and deliborate judgement, and for that reason

the conclusions of the Christian saint regarding the resurrect-
ion of Jesus are just as untenable as the conclusions of the pro-
fessed atheist, This argument contains a certain measurs of
truth. It is always safer however to trust your life with a
friend rather than with an enemy. A friend may magnify youf
virtues and overlook your faults, but he is better qualified,
in spite of that fact to giée a more deliberate appraisal.of
your value than yoﬁr most deadly enemy., A sympaxhetié attitude
koward’3esus Christ is a prereiuisite‘in approaching the prob-
lem of the resurrection. Bowne says in thiénconnection, " The
niracles of Christianity cannot be discussed pigcemeal, but as
Parta of a system., Our general conclusion on this subject
ﬁoes not depend on argument alone or chiefly, but also and more
fundamentally on our world view and our mo}al and religious
pympathies and tendencies. If we.are eSSentially irreligious

d have no sympathy with humanityt!s search after God, or if we
EZId & naturalistic conception of philosophy, then there is no

Lse in talking about the resurrection, or even about religion,
e
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But if we believe that our race is and always hgs_been in the
hands of God, who is leading us on toward Eimsalf, then our
minds are not closed in advance against the presence of the livm
ing God in history and in the mind of man, and that teo in such
& way that we may discern his presence., The real debate here is
not the mere question of miracle, but it is the strife of two
views of life and the world, the higher spiritual view, and the
lower material view.® '

The fact of Christ them must be assumed. Eis divine
sonship must be assumed, His saving grace must be a living vital
reality. On no other grouand is a profiéable discussion of the
resurrection possible., On.any other ground a discussion of the
resurrection would be a sacrilege, and would prove fﬁtile and
|disappointing.

- "If life is a boon, immortality must be a bless-

ing; but if 1ife is simply a burden and a misery, immortality

must become, not an objeét of desire and.hope, but of aversion
and dread.®

It should also be borne in mind that no strictly
scientific demonstration of the resurrection is possible- and we
might add desirable, As Bowne says, "No view of the resurrect-
ion can ever become a matter of strict déﬁonefration or scient-
ific evidence. The evidence must be of-a kind that roots in life

and will have something of life!'s compYexity. All that is possiblé,




| "Diviner Immanence"- "Science cannot prove that miracles are

 ing a future event. The uniforﬁity of nature is not something

then, for the Christian is to form an argument that will be con-
sistent with itself and fit into:ggnarﬁl schewe of Christian '
thought. Then it will be the duty of each one to decide for him-
self between the conflicting views, but in any case we must not
expect to construct an. argument that will compel belief on the
part of unwilling minds, This is not the method of God's deal-
ing with us.® | ‘

In this same connection McConnell says in his

impossible or religion shore up'its claims with syllogism alone,
The most either side can hope for is to establish a—presumpiion,
for or against. The entire debate lies in the realm of grounds

of belief, rather than in the province of strict demonstration,
Thereuis no formasl scientific or philosophic principle which wil
make the foe or f;iend of miracleiyield in unconditional surrendj
er either to the other.® Gordon adds this sober word of advice,
"What is our problem? Not the completed proof of the immortal

life, for that is impossible; impoésible because we are consideri

we kéow, but something we have assumed., For events in nature tha
lie in the future, prediction is the word, not prooi. Predict-
ion is the word in any discussion or consideration of immor-
tality(and by implication of the resurrectionj. The event of

death alone can furnish the utter refutaxién, or the complete

demonstration_of_the-belief N =
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Our task then is not one of scientific demonstrat-
ion. *e refugse to say with George Elliot, "God how impossible,
Duty how absolute, Immortality how inconceivable!™ Even tho
we lack this scientific demonstrative proof, we refuse to assent
to John BStuart Mill's content%on that there is no evidence
either way. Another answer given by science is that inspired by
evolution. Man is nature's best and costliest work. Can it be
that this product shall not be conserved in growing beauty and
power forever? It must appear that thie sis a formidable argu-
ment. |

The method of psychology is sometimes employed
in a discussion of the reSurrection and immortality. "I" remain
essentially the same. Without this parsonai self there could be
no knowledge, no rational consciousness, This may outlast the
bgreat change of death., Then the philosophical method may be used,
Man's place in the sum of things may be considered, his relaticn
ta dut&,'responsibility, and—judgenent. The scientific, ps&éhol—

oglcal and philosophical methods all have their respective value,
| and must be considered in a thorough discussion of the problem,
For our p?esent purp§;e we shall adopt the theoldgical method.
This method, in the words of Gordon hbegins with the existence
of God; it takes God as g premise, and immortality as & conclus=-
Wion, If God is good, if God is our Father, we shall live forewer;
that is the logic. If God is the premise inmortality must be the .

- ~—

.M
conclusion.
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Let us now inquire into the scriptural evidences
or the Regurrection. As we follow the course of development
Qe shall see how, starting on the same basis as ohbher primitive
peoples, the religioda thinkers of Israel won their way step by
vtep to an assured faith in God's universal m;ral government,
in the continuance of his love and power in the realm of the
gead, in the extension and ultimate triumph of his kingdom on
éarth, and in a universal resurrection and final judgement ushur-
ing in the rewards and punishments of the last day. .
The three eleménts of the Memsianic hope were nation-
€l prosperity, national righteousness and religion, pure and un-
defiled, In such a program individual immwortality is likely to

blay a subordinate part. A belief muét arige that each human scul

{as a value of its own for God, quite apart from the sgocial group
lf which it ies a part.This we find taking place in the early
ears before the exile, and during the exilic reriod. This is par-
iéularly true of the préphets Jeremiah and Ezekiel. We see ther

sradual transformation of the Messianic hope. It becomes less

jutward and more inward. It deals less with institutions and more
tith personsf Such a concepticn could not fail to issue in the be-
ief in individual resurrection and immortali%y. Sooner or later
e individual hope and the national hope must come together,

d this is what takes place in the doctrine of the resusrection.

e deep conviction that God had made man in his own image for

o




fers constitute a premise from which only one conclusion respect=

#¥¥ Commnion with himself, that salvation was a moral process
involving the transformation of charecter in individuale as
well as in the alteration of sccial conditions, and above all,
the central place given self-sacrificing leve as the character-
istic attribute of God and the bond of union between him end his
creatures, this was Israel's own, and it was upon this foundat-
ion that Jepus built his own teaching conceming the future.
Gordon in discussing the Book of Job in his volume
on *The Witness to Immortaelity®™ says, "there could not be so much
ado about nothing. Thers could not be such wealth of emotion,
such reach of thought, such vexation of reason, such noble and
fathomless Borrowy unless the significance of life was great."

Thus we see that the fundamental ideas of the great Hebrew think-

ing the individual can be drawh. The premisofis God and man essent
6l to each other, and the conclueion is immortal life. Such

Now Testament. -

>the fifteenth chapter. This letter was written in the neighbor-

earning as that recorded in the 0ld Testament may not in the
echnical sense be regarded as evidence for the regurrection, tut

it lays the foundation upon which rests the evidence found in the

The oldest piece of evidence in the New Testament

is that recorded by Paul in his first letter to the Corinthians,

nood of 56 A.D., or in other words about 27 yéars after the




resyARgection. Paul mentions appearances of the Christ to Peter,
to the Twelve, to five hundred disciples, to James, éo all the
apostles, end fihally to Paul himself. He makes no mention of aﬁr
éppearances to women. In many resgpects thé account of the resae=
vaRzection given by Paul is contradictory to the gospel accounts.
. Next in order is the evidence contained in the gos-
pel of Mark,(Mk 16:1-10). This was written a few years after
Paults letter to the Corinthians, We then note the evidence con-
tained in Matthew.lThe next piece of evidence to be considered
is the testimony of Peter in Acts 1:22; 2:24-33; 3:13-15;
4:10; 5:31-32; 10:40-42, This is followed by.the independent
ovidence ¢f the fourth gospel, which was written toward the closp
of the first centwny. Next in order is the evidence found in the
concluding verses of Marks To sum up, there are ten appearances
of the Lord contained in these several bits of ebidence. They arg
(1) To certain women, "the other Mary", Salome, Joanna, and
others, as they returned from the sepulchre, Mt 28:1-10.
(2) To Mary Magdalene at the sepulchre, Jn 20:11-18.
(3) To Poater. Probably on thé day of Ressurection Lk 24:34;
1Cor 15:5.
(4) To the two disciples on the way to Emmaus iy 16:;12-13;
Lk 24:13-85. This appearance was probaﬁly on the.Reésurect—
ion day.. ‘
(5) To the ten apostles{Thomas being absent) Lk 24:33. This was |

on the evening of the Ressurection day, while they were
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gathered together for the evening meal. Mk i4:14-18; Lk 24:36-
40; Jn 20:19-23; 1 Cor 15:5. '

(6) To the elewen disciples, Jn 20:26~28.

(7) To several of the disciples at the sea of Galilee, Jn 21:1-
23.

{8)To ths apostles and five hundred brethern on an appointed
mount in Galilee., Mt 28:16«20; 1 Cor 15:6.

(9) To James. Littlse is known of the circumstances.lCor 15:7.
(10)To the apostles at Jerusalem just befors the ascensionm.

To these ten is added the appearance to Paul on the road to Dam-
.ascus, It is of course by no means certain that even these are
the only appearances.

The testimony of Paul is of great significance in
the resunrection discussion. Certain people in Corinth had been
denying the doctrine of 3ife beyond the grave. Paul declares
their arguments to be negatived by the resurrection of Jesus
Christ. Lake raises the question, "Did Paul mean that that which
was buried in the grave was in every sense identical with that
which was raised and seen?® He then answers the question raised,
"In one sense he did believe in the complete personal identity
-0f -that which rose with that whidh had died and been buried.

In anéther place he admits that 'flesh and blood! cannot inher-
it the Kingdom of God. He points to a transubstantiation of the

body from flesh and blood into spirit. He believed that at the

o’




resurrection éf Jesus his body was changed from one of flesh and
blood to one which was spiritual, incorruptible and immortal in
fuch a way that thore was no trace lsft of the corruptible body
0f flesh and blood which had been laid in the grave. This doct=
fine of transubstantiation was in the main familiar to the Jews.
Yo find evidences of it in Baruch. But according to the Jewish
point of view this transubstantiation toock rlace after the res-
grrection from the dead, not simultaneously with it. Arguing
Backward we may say that Paul believed that the resurrection
Pody of the Lord was from tne beginning spiritual and not mater-
1al. It is argued by Lake that the evidénce on which Paul bases
}is teaching of the resurrection is' the appearance of the risen
Dord. Paul does not recognisze any difference betwsen the appear-
gnce to himself and the appearénce to other witnesses. He be-
Yieved the risen Lord to have appeared to himself and to other

aisciplea in a manner which left no room for doﬁbt as to his tri-~

ph over death. He thought that theé body of the risen Lord no
onger consisted of flesh and blood, but that a transubstantiat-

n into epirit hadtakern place, He believed this transubstantiat-

|

on took place on the third day. f
Dr Gordon in discussing Paul's argument says ®His
preaching to them was the announcement of the death, the burial, |

he revival of Christ. The death was the supreme manifestation

y.

qf love, the burial was the supreme manifestation of sympathy, The

Y '



revival was the supreme manifestation of power, and that was the
consummation of his measage. If love does not die it is not sove
erign; 1f it is not buried it is not absolute in sympathy; if

it is not revived it is not victorious. The love that dies, is
buried and revived is the supremé, the compassionate and the
victorious love of God in Christ.

"The ebidence must be taken in connoction with the
character of the event. In Paul's thought the person of Christ
was such that it seemed the highest reason to believe that death

jeould not have dominion over him, Paul's first argument then, is

'C.statement of fact. In witness of this soverdégn event of
hrist's resurrection Paul recites the evidence. He then makes a
comparison of this statement of fact with the Corinthian denial.

Christ has been raised from the dead: that is the fact. Resurrect

ion of the dead, thers ia none: that is the Corinthian denial.

h is an utter contradiction of the other. Resurrection ¢f the
Head there is none: if that-propohition is true, Christ has not |
been raised, Christ has been raised: 1f that statecsist is true,
the Corinthian denial is discredited. '

"Suppose the denial is {rue, what follows? (1)
thrist is still in the grave and the apostolic message is in vain,
he is also the faith of Christian men and women. (2) The message |

s false, it is blasphemous, en andacious ascription to God of an

ict that he has not done. (3) Saddest of all, if the denial




confessed him to their own hurt and shame, who held to him thru
every form of social disesteem and distress, who laboured in his
name with umwearied devotior and ever-brightening hope, who thru
him claimed citizenship in heaven, and who, when the hour of
death came, hailled it as the consummation and corenation of love-
if the Corinthian denial is valid, this lengthening procession
of radiant spirits is a procession not upward into the skies,
but downward into the dust. Thus the denial runs into its abysmal
consequences,. But the deniaml is pot true; Christ has been raised
from the dead. In Adam 81l die; in Christ all are made alive,
There is a human inheritance, in virtue of which man is per-
ishable, and there is adivine gonship, in virtue of which man is ’
imperishable. We owe a debt to death; we must pay it, and so our
bodies sink in the dust. We are in duty bound to God, and 80 our
souls rise into the life eternal. The death and the revival of
Christ are the supreme instances of this doubke law, the law that
invests man with mortality, and the leaw thét'broéiaims his immor-
tality."
Paulsbrings his argument to a close by a suggestion .
from analogy, and from the nature of the cage as to the future
or resurrection life. This argument is concerned with the mode
of resurrection. The dead man does not come forth in his old
buried body; that is sown inthe grave, and as an organization

ceases t10 be. But the life that was in that body does not perish,

It rises cut of the deesaying organixation, as the corn does out

—




of the decomposed seed., It persists, and gathers to itself

a new form, one in the likeness of that which has laid aside, even

as the corn.keepe the type of the sesd; still, thru the change
of the body, the imperisheble life attains an increase in power
but faintly suggested by the multiplication of the seed in the
harvest. The life in the mesd persists, altho its first body
dies, and the soudp persists after the death of the body. That
i¥8 the first analogy. The apostle presents another, going to shoy
how foolish it would be to limit the love and power of God.

The apostle has a third analogy. Looking away from earth, we
find that every heavenly body has an organization differing from|
that of every other. These organizations in the animal and mat-
erial world do not enable us to guess or dreem of the form of
the spiritual body, but they abundantly declare if{s possibilm
ity. With God, therefore, we may leave the unclothed socul, He
will give it a body as it shall please him., From éxperience we.
aro able to conclude that the pcssibilities of divine love

and power are endless,

There i8 also a line of suggestion as to the fomm
of the future life from the nature of the case. Such as he was
after his revival from death we shall be after our revival from
death, That wonderful form of light and mystery in which the Lorg
appeared after death is a hint at the forms we who bear'his imags

—

and share his spirit shall wear. As he was before death, so arol




wo; subject to pain, to the cross and to the spear. As he was
after his revival from death, so shall we be. He shall change
the body of our humiliation, and fashion it like unto his own
glorious body.

There is considerable dispute as to whédher Paul(s
conception of the resurrection ruled out the possibility of a
bodily resurrection. This point has been debated furiocusly.
Holtzmann says in this connection, * The reanimation of Jesus?
earthly body could only have been important if he was to con-
tinue his 1ife on earth. Yet the oldest and most trustworthy
account of these appearances knows nothiﬁg ofia ronewal of the
earthly 1life of him who had been crucified. In first Corinthians
it is claimed the Lord was seen on six occasions. In all and
each of these cases Paul just says that Jesus was seen; there is
no mention of any lengthened intersourse with him of conversat-
lons of any length, of a touching of his body,” of a coming and
going, of participration in any meal. The hhkree accounts in Acts
of the appearance of the Risen Lord to Paul maskes no mention of
any precisely outlined figuree Paul simply hears a voice procesd=l
ing from the light. This is quite a different thing from Jesus
returning in the bodily form he had before his death, as describ
ed by the later evangelists. Yet Paul was not aware that the
Risen Lordt!'s appearance to him differed in any respsct from his

pppearance at an earlier date to others."




The opposite position is stated just as emphatically
Orr declares that what the gospels attest as the belief of the

Apostolic church on the nature of the resurrection is amply

corroborated by the witness of Paul, "It is, he says, " frequent

ly argued that since Paul, in the words, 'he appeared to me also
puts the appearance of the Risen Lord to himself at his conver-
sion in the same category with the appearances 'to the disciples
after the resurrection, he must have regarded these as, like
his own, visionary, Canon Henson repeats this objection. "The
apostle, 15 classing his own !'vision'! of the risen. Saviour on
the road to Damascus with the other Christophanies, allows us to
conclude that in all the appearances there was noéﬁing of the
nature of a resuscitated body, which could be tbuched, held,
handled, and could oértify its frankly physicfl character by
eating and drinking," This, howevér, is to miss Ehe very pdi?t
of the apostle's enjumeration . Pauwl's object in his use of the
word 'aipeared' is not to sufgest that the earlier appearances
wore visicnery, but conversddy to imbly that the apﬁearanod
vouchsafed to himself on the road to Damascus was as resl as
these granted to others. He, too, had veritably seen Jesus our
Lord. That Paul conceived of the reeurrec?ionAas an actual re=
animation and coming forth of Christ's bedy from the temb followg,
not only from his introduction of the clause ' and that he was

buried !, but from the whole argument of the chapter in Corinthw

‘ana,=ené=££om=aum&£aue=aﬁa$amenffusés;ihaieséa=h&s=ep&sﬁ&eaf’




In first Corinthians, the fifteenth chapter; Paul
is rebutting the contention of the adversaries in the church
that there ies no resurrection from the dead for belisverd, and h¢
does this by appealing to the resurrection of Christ. The latter
fact does not meem to have been disputed? If there is no resurr-
ection from the dead, Paul argues, then Chridty is not risen; if
Christ has risen, his resurrection is a plédge of that of his
people. It is perfectly evident that the sceptics of Corinth
were not denying a merely spiritual resurrection; they evidently
believed that death was the extinction of the individual 1ife.
A8 little is Paul contending in his reply for a merely spiritual
resurrection, He contends for a resurrection of the body, theo ing
a transformed and spiritualizel condition. (It will be remembered
[T Professor Lake concedes‘this). i

"The apostle's views of the bogily resurrection
of Jesus is unambiguously implied in the va;ious statemonts
of his other epistles. In Rem 8:2 we have the declafation:
tBut if the spirit of Him that ralsed up Jesus -from ihe dead
dwelleth in you, He that raised up Christ Jesus from the dead
shall give life alsc to your mortal bodies thru His spirit that
dwelleth in you." Here plainly it is the mortel body which is the
subject of the quickening. Later, in verse 23 of the same chapter
we have: "Waiting for our adoption, to'wit, the redemption of

our body." In Ephesians 1:19%-20 "the exceeding\greatnesé of

e
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more passages.

tOn a fair view of the evidence, it seems plain that the belief

(God's) powver to usward who believe," is measured by " that
working of the strength of his might which he wrought in Christ,
when he rafsed Him from the dead.®™ In Philippians 3:10,11,21,
the hope held out is that the Lord Jesus bhristg avaited from
heaven, "shall fashion anew the body of our huniliation that it
may be conformed to the body of hie ghory?™ Thé like izrgplicationl

of & bodily resurrection is found in 1 Thess 4:13-17, and many

"It seems unnecessary to accumulate, evidence

to the same effect from ths remaining New Testarent writings.

of the Apostolic Church was belief in a true bedily resurrection
of Jesus Christ, and it is as little open to doubt that, iF such
an event took place, it was a miracle, i.e., a true supernatural
intervention of God, in the strictest sense of the work.®

It would seem to us that the safe position regarding
Paul's conception of the resurrection is that assumed dy Pro-
fessor Lake in these words, " He believed that at the resurrectign
of Jesus h.is body was changed from one of flesh and bloocd to one
which was spiritual, incorruptible and immortal, in such a way
that there was no trace left of the corruptible body which had
been laid in the grave." And aghin,® There can be clearly ne
doubt that he (Paul) believed in the complete personal identity

of that which rose with that which bad died and been buried.®

.
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The e\;idence in Mark comes a fow years later. The
-most essential part of Mark's evidence has been lost. He ‘glves
is (1) the early visit of the YHree women to the tomb. It is
a very important fact that they found the tomb empty. (2) They
éav K young man in a long white rcbe, who told them that the Loxg
was risen, and would meet his disciples in Galilee, (3) They werd
frightened and fled with terror. The account edds abruptly, so L
ebruptly that is is thought the last leaf has been lost frem
very early times, That Mark recoreded at least one appearance of
the risen Lord can scarcely be deubted. Regarding the value of
this Marcan evidence Lake says, "How far Mark can be trusted

is of course a matter which can only be discussed after a sim-
ilar investigation of the other accounts? But one may be allowed
to emphasize at once the apparent absence of all mythological
embroidery, and the simple, self-consistent sharacter of the
naxrative., Mark is the evidence of g witness who comes into
cQOurt with a good character for trustwerthiness,"

Mark's evidence is confined to 16:1-8., Reference
is made to the three women, Y¥ary Magdalene; Mary, Bother of James)
Salome. The stone is rolled wway and a young man in white is
seen. The women are afraid and run in fear, Holtzmann reminds us
that there is no description of any appearances of &nrisen

Lord, The very fact that Jesus himself does not appéar on the

occasion lends a high degree of probability to Mark's account.




#The later stories of the resurrection, from Matthew
onwards, gratify the natural desire of making Jesus appear to
his faithful followers in the vicinity of the gre.ve.‘i Holt smann
#5¢ suggest;s the elements of truth contained in this account.
That the women should wish to embalm the bhody of Jesus is quite
inelligible, Aga.in,-there‘ is no reason to doubt that the women
couid not carry out their purpose éimply because they found the
grave empty. Finally, the fact may well have excited them to
such a degree that they imagined they could see an angel and hea?
his message. ' ‘ .
) The special Mattheair details are (1) the resurrect-
ion of the saints. Thers.ds no other tracé in ~th0 New Testament
of this. panticular feature. It plays a iargo part however in the
apocryphal literatured (2) The watch at the grave. (3) The great
engel at the tomb. (4) The appearance to the women, According '
to Professor Lake this is a.compléte reversal of Mark's meaning.
Consequently this incident ‘has no claim to be regai'd;ad as more
than a secondary product of the Marcan tradition, ‘with no
historical value. (5) The appearnce to the disciples in Galiles.

¥o have in Matthew 28:1-8 a free reprbduct:i:on'bf’

Merk 16:1-8, It is probeble that in 28:9-10 the author is still
Imking use of the Marcan tradition, as also in verses 16-20,
It is not sc with verses 11315 regarding the hierarchy and sold-

iers. This is peculiar to i{atthew. 'It no doubt ccmes frém some

—
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of the traditions current when Matthew wroie hiz gospel.
In the Lukaen narrative we have the foll&wing pecul
iarities, (1) the experiehcb of the women at the tombd, {2) the
méssage of the two men, (3) Conduct of the women and the disciple
(4) appearance on the road to Ewmaus, (5) appearance to the
assembled disciples in Jerusalem, (6) spesech of the Lord, (7)
ascension,

This evidence is much similar to that found in
Matthew. It is partly dependent on Mark, but it is obvious that h
had other valuable sources of informﬁtion. In the narrative of
the walk to Ermaus he contributes one Mof the most convincing of
the post-resurrsction narratives, for wHich he waS'p;obably in-
debted to first hand testimony."(Swete, The Appearances of our
Lord after the Passion).

As for the fourth gospel, it is generally admitted
that chapter twenty one is an appendix and not part of the orig-
inal scheme of the gospel. Some inconsistencies with the other
acéoun;a are noticeable. The appearances of Jesus in Galilee
6ontpasts strangely with chapter twenty,cwhich is unconscious

of ani appearénce seve thoaé in Jerusalemn. Gha;ter twenty one
was inspired by the'knowledgp of a tradition as to appearances of
the Lord in Galilee. '

The narrative in the Acts also presents some

inconsistencies. These ére most noticeable in connection with the

8,




account of the ascension. There is also recorded the appearance *

on the earth. Here also are recorddd the three accounts of the
appearances to Paul on the rgad to Damascus. There is consider-
able vafiation in these accounts, His description does not imply,
but rather excludes, aniappearance of a material nature. Accord-
ing to Luke, the earlier appearances were those of a person !
with a body of flesh and blood,.ﬁhile the later ones were of an
imnate rial nature.(Lake).

There is also the spurios conclusion of Mark to be
considered. This is cleafly an addition made to the alread}
jmutilated gospel by someone who noticed the harshnesé of the con-
clusion, and tried to repudiate the suggestion of the silence of
the women.(Lake). Whether Aristion or some unknown Christian

be its author, it is good evidence for what was believed in the
gecond century. There are traces of it in-Justyn Martyr and
Irenasus, and it is found in almost all the USS. and versions tha
have come down to us,

Brofessor Lake makes reoference to the accounts of

he resurrection found in the Apderyphal bocoks.

1) Th e gospel of Peter. In chapter five the ascension 1s rep-

Rt — s — . . e S ittt

nted ag teking place at the moment of death on the cross.
But the apparent inconsistency can be explained as due to the
peculiar doctrine of the Doceticé; from whose circle the gospsl

bame. The story of the guard at the tomb ressmbles that in

to Stephen. This is a vislon of hedven rather than an appearance'
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Hatthew, the there are considerable differences. In chapter nine
there is an explicit account of the resurrection which has no
exact parallels in the gospels, but seems to embody various de~
tails found especially in Matthew, It is plain that the words of
chapter nine refer to the descent into Hades, which is not montién-
od in the gospels but plays a large part in apocryphal liter=
ature, as well as in the development of earlﬁ Chriatian doctrine
and art. In chapter eleven the narrative takes up the thread of
the Marcan account, There is no room for doubt that the writer
was actually using Mark, tho with much freedom,

(2) Gospel according to the Hebrews. Thers are only two extant
f ragments which refer to the resurrection, both quoted by Jer-
ome, It is obviously connected with the tradition mentioned by
aul of the appearance to James.

Lake, in attempting a reconstruction of the earle
iost tradition has come to the following conclusions: the Lord
was buried by Joseph of Arimathea, who wished to fulfilr the law
of Dauteronomy, and probably was the representative of the San-
hedrin. The btdrial was watched, probably from a distance, by the
| ittle band of women who had remained to see the last moments of
iheir Master. None of the other disciples were present, for they

ha# scattered after the arrest of Jesus{Peter a little later that

he rest), and had either already returned home, or were in hid-

ng in Jerusalem until they could find an opportunity to escape,

oon all the di

gcivles found themselves..once more in their old
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work.

nhomes, and prepared to return to their old methods of life.

[ut to their surprise the Lord appeared, first to Peter and after
ard to the others~to those who lived in Judea as well as to the
jalileans~ and under the influence of these appearances, of which
he details have not been accurately preserved, they came to be=

Liove that the Lord was risen and exhalted toc heaven, and that

hey were called to return to 3exusalem.to take ﬁp their Kaster's

cllosed, they found it open, and a young man terrified them by

6lling them that Jesus whom'they were seoking was not there.

Py~ came to be added, on the strength of the women's report,

hat the resurrection tock place on the third day.

|ition Professor Lake stresses three points; (1) the belief that
the tomb was empty; (2) the choice of the third day as that of

the resurrection; (3) the aprearance of Christ as the basis of
Belief.

In Jerusalem they found the women who had watched the burial,
d these told them that they had gone on the morning of the third]
ay to supply the deficiencies of the burial given to the Lord

Joseph, but when they came to the grave, instead of finding it

us to the already firm belief in the faot of the Resurrection-

belie? which to that generation implied that the grave was

In getting at the facts behind the earliest tra-

Regarding the empty tombd he sa&s the story of the




empty tomb seems t0 be an improper inference from the fact of tha
resurrectiqn, and we are led on to ask whether it ﬁeed be inferrgd
from the experience of the women in which the} inferred it. It i=
seriously a matter for doubt whether the women were really in a
position to be quite certain that the tomb which they visited was
that in which they had seen Joseph of Arimathea bury the Lord's
body. The neighborhood of Jerusalem is full of rock-tombs, and it
would not be easy to distinguish one from another without careful
motes. So far as their frame of mind at the time of the burial
was concerned, the women were.certainly not fit to take such noteT.
Lt is very doubtful if they were close £t theltomd at the moment
of burial. The possibility, therefore, that they came to the wronf
tomb i% to be reckoned with, and it is important because it supp-
Jies the natural explanation of the fact that whareas they had

peen the tomb closed, they found it opsh. To Paul, faith in the
resurrection was based on the evidence that the Lord had been

poen, not that the tomdb was empty. If it were not the same t-omb,
fhe cirsumstances all seem to fall in line, The women came in the
arly morning te a tomb which they thought was the one in which
}hey had seen the Rord buried, They expected to find a closed

bomb, but they found an open one; and a young man, who was .in the

ntrance, guessing their errand, tried to tell them that.they had
6 a mistake in the place. "He is not here," said he; "see the

lace where they laid him," and probably pointed to the next tomb.

-~
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But the women were frightened at the detection of their errand

bolief in the third day is not excluded. If, on the other hand,

and fled, only imperfectly or not et all understanding what they
-.eard. It was only later on, when they knew the Lord was i'iaen,
nd-on their viewwthat his tomb was empty, that they came to be=
lieve that the young man was something more than they had seen;
that he was not telling them of their mistake, but announcing the
surrection, and that his intention was to give them a message
E:r their disciples, ’
Regarding the choice of the third day Professor

ke reminds us of the prophecy of the Lord himself, "afier three

ays® or "on the third day" is interproted as ﬂshortly';, "in a
hort time ." The contemporary Messianic belief among the people
8 next referred to. There is little direct proof that the idea
f the "third daf® was in vogue during the days and immediately
ollowing the dalys of Jesus. But the fact remains that from the bd-
inning the third day was regarded as that of the resurrection.
n theologlecal grounds rather than historical grounds- and the
uestion drises whether this primitive belief has. still a command-
ing claim on our assent.

The answer to this question depends really on that
ven to the problem of the empty tomb. A¥ we take the Jewish view
fhat resurrection.implias resuscitation of the Body, the fact of
the burial of the Lord proves at least there was an interval

~—

hetwesen his death and re’sprre'ctioia; ‘and 80 fer, at least, the




we reject this view, we really reject with it not merely th.e
. doctrinael justification for the belief in the empty tomb, but alsp
for an interval between death and resurrection. What we mean b{r
resurrection is not resuscitation of the material bdody, but the uh-
broken survival of personal life; and the unintéi'nupted contin-
lmance of life excludes an interval of even throee days, just as
icertainly as the resuscitation of the body demands it.
Regarding the meaning of the appearances of the
lord, Lake regards the authority of Paul as more or 2ess final,
Tt is quite plain that the disciples were all firmly convinced
that the Lord had appeared to tmem, and no ene more firmly than
Paul; nor is there any reason to 'suppose that his expe rience

Was essentially different from thay of the other disciples, What

atters is that the evidence of Paul is explicit on the two pointg
a) that the appearance left no room for doubt in his mind, (b)
hat it was that of a spiritual being. We must consider the

ossibility that the'pl;enomenon which we cell the resurrection
f Christ cannot be isolated, but must be considered in connection
ith others which belong to the same class, Critical metHodsc

lealing with the historical evidence shows more and more clearly
that the view is untenable, except on deoctrinal grounds, that theria
fas any resuscita%ion of the body of Jesus. -A consideration ‘of the
‘ loct rinal grounds does not convince us that there is reason for

#ltering the verdict. At the dame time,/cz;itical methods point
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fciples that the Lord had appeared to them, and neither criticism

fnor yvhilosophy can gilve any explanation of this fact without ad-

just as clearly to the existence of a conviction among the dis-

mitting that these appearances were dependent upon the persongle

ity of Jesus

Thus we have reviewed the evidences for the
resurrection, The evidence is as gtod as .could reasonably be
expected, yot it is not all that we ourselves should have desired.
The several accounts are less full and less harmonious that we
should have desired. Yet, as Plummer reminds és, a strictly har-
Imohiious evidence would be éuﬁpicious. The divergpﬁcies show

that each witness is telling what he believes to be the truth.
iThe divergencies are not enough'to discredit the testimony as a
whole, which is in remarkable agreement, espcially about the main
facts. Bach report bears the stamp of honesty.'ihe Christian
church exists, and has existed and grown since the years of the

crucifixion, S0 enormous a facticannct be explained without an

equate cause, and it is impossible to find an adequate cause

Lf the resurrection of Christ from the tombd is regarded as fict-

Mon.

Orr says regarding the evidence, "The consideratioq
bf the alleged discrerancies can stand over, save as they prove |
to be involved in the general discussion, Even is all were admitt-

pd, they hardly touch the main facts of the combined witness-

~—




especially the testimony to the central fact of the empty tomb
and the Lord's resurrection on the last day. Dr Sanday says,

"No difficulty of weavin;}:‘:eparate incidents into an orderly and
well~compacted narra{:ive can impulgn the unanimous belief of the
Church which lies behind them, that the Lord Jesus rose from the
dead on the third day and appeared to tlie disciples." F.C.Burkitt
pays in this connection, "There are many variations and discrep-
pncies, but all the gospels agree in the main facts." Wm Adams
Brown says, "Of course there are differences in the reports.
fhose of Paul, the first documentamy evidence, does not agree in
11 points with the gospels. It is not easy to reconcile the
Iifferencea. Matthew puts the a.ppearance.‘to the eleven in Galilee
¥hile Luke and John make Jerusalem the scene of the first appeér—
ce. Whatever the difficulties, no sober critic doubts that at
the basis of the gospel story there lies a core of solid fact.

Fe may take for granted that within a ver{r few days aftertho
rucifixion, the disciples actually saw what they believed to be
their Master, and that no sﬁbsequent experience was ;ble to shake
fheir confidence in the fact that he had risen from the dead."
80 much for the scriptural and non-scriptural
gvidence, After all, the most direct and convincing evidence of
ihe resurrection is the pen.sona.lity of Jesus Himself, The miracle
9f the resurrection is that a man could live such a life that folk

glould believe he had been raised from the dead. The i’sovelty of




| Jesus' teaching about the life after death was not so much the
matter, as in the manner of it, He spoke of immortality as a fam
iliar fact, too well known to need defence or definition. As

with the prophets, who were his predecessors, it was a corollary

from ancther truth to which he attached supreme importance. This
was' God's purpose to establish his kingdom. To Jesus, immortalits
| is the necessary condition for the fulfillment of his Messianic
work., The ground of Jesus! faith in immortslity is the inherent
relationship between the spirit of the human child and that of th
divine Father in whose image he is made. That which He has made

and for which He cares cannot perish., Jesus dismisses everything
elss as irrelevant., The nature of the resurrection body, the cond
ditions of knowledge and of activity in the unseen world.- of

those we learn nothiné from Jesus! answer, This only is ¢lear,
that to him, there is moral continuity. Death may be a change,

but it is not a break.

As we have said Jesus lived such a life as to make

the time will evor coms when his loving ministry will be brought

jto a close. What gave Jesus' resurvection its unique significance
;was its setting in human history, its relation to that #aich had

gone be fore, and to that which followed after, and above all,

ing to Browneupon which everything turns, "If we make," he says,

it incredible that he should die. It is impossible to believe thait

the nature of the person who was raised. This is the fact- accordp

©
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" His resurrection the central fact in history, it is because
Jesug is more than an ordinary man It is because he is to us
what he was to the first disciples, God's promisod Messiah, the

1)
central figure in human history, the Saviour of the world.,

Gordon .agks the questiong"What is the ceniribut-
on, general and apeciél, that Jesus Christ has made with refee-
nce to existence after death?" He then procesds to answer the
uestion, There are twe lines to be followed,~ the course of thot.
d that of fact.

"rhers is," he says, "the interpretation that |
Christ pute upon God and man; the character of his ideas, the cond
teption of truth that he left in the world, the revelation that
10 made of the order of the universe, the faith that he planted
ln the world's heart.

"There is, besides, the significance of his own
rareer, the bearing upon our question ¢f his personal experience,
he import of his revival from death and the grave. The ideas
that made immortality credible and more and more probable, are

n Christ carried to their highest, take ona form and power
.napproachaf)le and final,

"Perhaps Christ's most fundamental idea is that of
ihe Kingdom of God. The second great idea, if indeed it is second,
18 that of eternal life. Eternal life is the soul conscious of

t8 relationships, human and divine, and living in them with an
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® The life eternal is a present possession. This is
eternal life, the knowledge of God and humanity as revealed in
Jesus Christ, What is 1ife? Existence raised, enriched and in-
spired by an unearthly and boundless love, and wrought over into
heavenly excellence and joy. What is deaxh?’Existence without
love, destitute of worth, dogged by despair and pursued by the
lshadow of an infinite horror,
* Eternal life is the humen life realiged and in-

ipired, Sensuous existence is not human existence. Intellectual

' -
K:nd moral life is not the characteristic and full life of man~

ind, Communion with the Dimine, within, around, .and above is the
complete life. Luy hold upon that which is life indeed, subord-
inate the sensucus to the intellectual, and the inmtellectual to
I'the moral, and all to the spiritual, to full and inspired and
:bndless commupion with God, " ) '

Such was the teaching of Jesus regarding jmmor-
Ikality. The approciation of his teaching renders more possible

-3 éonvincing faith in his resurrection. We must ever keep in mind
the character of the person revived, The worth of Jesus Christ,
his transcendedt intellectual and moral greatness, is the first
thing to be noted in connection with his revival from the grave.
Ihristian ethics prepare the way for Christian facts} the in-

inite worth of Christ, for his revival from death. IF he is an

azing exception to the law of death, he is an equally amaziﬁg
Lxéep%fon ¥o the law of 5in Exceptional in Character and efranﬁ,



|
Phy should he not be exceptional in death?

In considering the evidences regarding the resunr-
pction wo have considered (1) scriptural evidences, (2) the fact
Land the charagter of Christ. We have now to consider the devel-
ﬁpment and growth of the early church. The origin of: the Christ-
fLan church cannot be explained without the belief in the resurr-
betion of Jesus Ohrist. If an account of this belief must be gi%—
on, and if everything is against the supposition that it was
3imply dde to the natural growth of thought, we are thrown back
ppon the only other-explanation possible. The first Ohristians
nust have been saiisfie&'tﬁat those who proclaimed the resurrect-

ion of Jesus had aﬁple evidence of it, The ¢hurch must have had,

hat she supposed herself to have, intelligible reasons for her

+

The longer one studies the whdéle preblem of the

aith.

eaurr;ction the more convinced one becomes tﬁat the only adequate

xplanation of the early faith in the revival of Christ from the
éead, is the historic fact that he was revived. The fact created
1he faith, and not faith the fant.‘That these early witnesses
Tere incredulous and ultimately convinced only by the power éf

act has often been noticed. That they were simple men and eb-

jolute.strangers to the genius out of which imposture comes
as likewise been duly emphasized.
The Christian faith is foundsd upon the fact of




iChristts revival from the dead. His death dispersed the disciples
las it then seeziﬁd, forever. They wore gathered together again,w

and reunited. What did it? Was it fancy or fact? Their character

Ea.s changed., The very men who were vexed with ambitious schemes
‘ nd to:"mented with the desire of superiority are ﬁow planning
_for the spirituval good of mankind. These men were formed into a

hurch, they meet for worship, they under go wonderful spirj.tuai

periences. What reunited the disciples? Wha‘b.changed them from
eniers into coﬁfessorq, from self seekers to servants of human—
ity? What gave them organization and life? Was it not the power.
bf an event, and was not that event the revival of their master

from the bonds of death? o

' Orr séya in this connection, MThe testimony of the

hisciples, held fast to under the severest trial of privation,

uffering and death, was public, and notéttempt was ever made,

o far as is known, to refute their assertion. The effects of the

*aith in the first disciples, and in the hearts and lives of thei
yonverts, were of a nature to éstablis,h that the§ were the victiml]
hf no illusion; that they built on rock, not sand.

‘$¥or this is the point next to be observed: the

istorical evidence for the resurrection of Jesus is not al) the

fwidence;'u the resurrection had ite antecedents in the Iﬁétory
s.nd claims of Jesus, so it had its results, Pentecost is such a

I N .- - N
“esult, The conversion of Paul, the epkdtles of the New Testament,
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the spirit-filled lives of a multitude of believers are such re-
sults, The-church founded on the apostolic witness has endured fg
all these centuries, Christian expérienco th;oughout all these
ages is a fact which only a Living Christ can explain'o} sustain,
The defeated disciples were trans formed as i8 ﬁy
magic into a conquering'hoat that converted pagan Rome, and made
it the first Christian empire. The darkness and gloam of the
days of their Master's passionwens disﬁelled; and they stood in f
broad sunlight of a new day of premise.They were no longer de-:
epondent, they no longer thought of continuingtheir former trédes
Something had happened which made them world citizens of a new
hope and inspiring message. 'Torture, the burning stake, all forms
9f hideous persscutions were unable to shake the faith of these
parly disciples that Jesus had been raised from the doad. The
lpecret of the Pentecostal experience was the consciousness that
these dosciples had, that Jesus was still with them. The fact
that he wag still with them was to them an indubitable evidence

that he was no ionggr in the érave. It is impossible to read the

afly history of the church, of the self sacrificing service en-
éged in by the apostlés of the cross, without feeling that the
only adequate explanation of such conductiWashthe knowledge that

‘hoirHHbrd'and Hasief had been raised from the dead as He had

#rophésied. To contend that the disciples were deceived, and that

e

hey suffered the privatiéns andwperse&utions of those early yeéri

oL
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a8 & result of-an hallucination is to ask too much of the imag-

'nation. Folks dont suffer because thes; enjoy it. The discipies
Bidnt submit to all manner of taunts and brutaiities because they
njoyed that more than fishing or collecting taxes. They'only
uffered and died; because they KNEW that death would release
[hem from the restrictions of dkesh, and would bring them into
Hmmediate codact with their niken Lord and l(;.stor. The evidence
Prom the earlﬁ church for the resurrection of Jesus Christ is most
sonvincing,
A consideration of the wvidence for the resurmctiﬁln
brings us to a consideration of the Christian hope. It is that
form of hope fofchhe future of the human spirit after death '
hich owes its origin to the life, teaching, resurrection and con-
tinued influence of hJem.us, the founder of the Christian religion,
% is the hope of continued fellowship with and ultimate conform-
ity to Jesus Christ.'His pemd;u;lity is the groun& of the Christ-
ian confidence, The resurrection of Jesus is not the only argument

for immortality. But faith in the particular kind of immortslity

‘ﬂo which the Ghristian'looks forward finds its strongest support

in the life, character and continued influerce of the Christ.

A glance backward affords us a view of the
14
earlier conceptions of the future life, which were destined
to blossom forth in the Christian hope. We sce that the prim-

itive man's idea was a life. in an underworld without moral dism

.+, imcmwmw
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!psaims. Therva is but slight differcnce between the soul and the
bgdy. If you substitute Sheol for Erebus, you might transfer
domerts words almost without change to csrtain portioné of the
Pld Testament. Here the world to come is one of darkness, with
little or no hope, and the éeparation of the soul from God. Death
Ls something to be feared, an object of dread.

The simplest form of the resurrection is to be
:'escued from thiz underworld, resulting in the reurddion of the body
ind the soul. This view 1s seen in the miracles of resurrection
bocorded in the 0ld Testament. But with the doepdning of moral

fnsight this early interest wanes. The contrast between this life

d the next is emphasized. The resurrection is not simply a re=
T:rn to this life, even unier the most favorable circumstances.
is the ent}anca of the spirit upon a new énvironment i‘he
ersian doctrine of Paradise gave expression to this higher hope.
e Egyptian doctrine ‘of judgeﬁxent embracéd the same idea;.
Wo then become fambliar with the rise of the
octrine of Immortality in Greece and India. Instead'of introduc-
g & man into a ma:berial 1life of a happisr and more desirable
d/ death may be thought of as delivering him from bodily existe
ce altogether, and introducing him into the life of pure spirit.

have here the doctrine that the soul of man is indestmctable,

ore real, and therefore.more enduring than the bedy in which it

8 temporarily housed; ‘and with the exception of the absolute

P ¥




pirit, the most real and enduring thing in the entire universe.

his is a philosophic rather than a religious conception. It was

E
!Eocrates that shifted the center of interest from the outer world
¢ the inner world. Both he and Plato conceived of God as spirit
ather than matter. The soul is regarded as the divine element in
man, a spark of the eternal reason which is the creative principle
of the univ:srse. As susch it 1s d4s imperishable as God himsell. )
In India the doctrine of inmortality was inter-
}roven with that c;f transmigration. This presenf exigtence is but I
one of an infinite series reaching backward and forward in endlesxy'
isequence as far as the imagiriation can reach. With this concepi:iorl
before us we can understand why Puddhism would prove attractive,
Dtter renunciation of 1ife brings deliverance. What a contrast
Lo the teachings and example of Christ!
¥e have already considered the preparation in
Tarael for the Christian hope. We have seen with what deep con-
victions the prophets .é;ave sxpression to a hope that was to be
%ermanent and abiding, We see the antroduction of that slement of
vicarious suffering upon which the resurrection was later to be-
some possible. We see how closely thé ® prophets linked up their
lives and the lives of their people with God., Here was an
findestructable relationship A
. ‘ 'To thess preparatory conceptions the resurrection

of Jesus Cuist brought an infinitoly jreat:x' meaning. His

N



resurrection furnished the climax and the completion to a leng

oction clarified the hidden meaning of all that had been said or
written on the theme of e¥erlasting life. His mssurrection has
guaranteed the validity of the hopes and aspirations of mankind
as set forth bp the philosophers and religiocus teachers all over
the world, both before and since his day.

W.A.Brown defines the Christian hope, as rendered
possible by the resurrection of Christ in the following way.
"The Christian-hops is at once individual and social. It involves
a belief in the continuance of personal existence after death

under conditions which insure the continuity of self conscious=~

c¢ial Order which Christ came to establish, and the principles

[o¢ which he exemplified in his own life.

#In this life the body fulfils for us a double

tunction. It at once is the meuns by which we realisze our own
urposes and the channel by which we enter itno social inter-

course with others. We cannot doubt that in the life to come

thoge two needs will still be present and will still be met. Be-

oW lessons to be learned, new dbattles to be fought, new experienj

Ts to be gained, new services to be rendered. It will not be a

line of development, looking*forward to eternal life. His resurr-

Eod, our father, and continued service of our fellow-men in ths npw
0

,J*£a=n£=a$ngna&inn,=h&&=n£=aa$imi$g¥=nn$=ﬂi=monatany;=bu$=o£=ohan§;.

ness, and at the same time it anticipates continued fellowship wigh

yond this we need not go., Life thep,ms now, will be one of progreds,
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This confident rest with Christ in God in ceaseless labour and us=
broken trust is what the Christian means by heaven.® 1
¥o see that Imith in immortality is based upon the
resurrection of Jesus Christ. His resurrsction gives witness amiy
reality to. our :.hohght of the future, and turns what would others
wise be a vague hope into an assured conviction., The resurrect-
ion was to the disciples the confirmation of a pre-existing faithl
iIChrist givéas such»niighity to human nature that its endless cone
tinuance seems natural and worthy. He discloses to us all cap-
fa.cities within ourselves which justify our instinctive hope X

L.nd in the new ex’perience of sonship into vhich he leads, gives
bs the pledge of endless life in the Father's house.

In the words of Milligan, * Weatever befalls Him
pefalls us, We live in His life, work His worli; we suffer in His
suffering, die din his 'dsath“; rise in His resurrection, ascend

to the heavenly places in His ascension. This doctrine of the
inion betwesn the Lord Jesus Christ and His people is the central
loctrine of the Wew Testament,"
¥e have coms to see how inseparable iscthheresurr-
gction of Jesus Christ from the Christian hoxie. Take away His |
gesurrection, and the very foundation of our spiritual life is
demeved. The Christian hope feeds upﬁl/ and thrives on the histor- |
fcal resurrection of Jesus. To conceive of Christ as having been

i‘Lried in that Judean cemetery, there remaining until his ashes




re blown to the four winds of the heaven, is to deprive the
ghristian hope of its energy and vitality, It is quite impossible |
o rationalize the Christian hope on any other premise than the
gesurrection of Jesus Christ.

Kackintosh says, ¥ While the resurrection of
dosus is not the final resting place of thought, the place it fililg

-

n the array of evi,deface lia ¢xdcial. It does not prove immortal-

$de

ty, as if ‘apart from it that hope had no sufficient ground; but

Bi

It adds incaloulably to its hold upon our mind. It is a tangible

efence of éﬁr belief, It is associated with that belief in such

£,

sense, 80 fortifies and illustrates it, that it acts ae a vivid
é, prehension acts, giving it luminousness and force., The exper-
{once of Jesus was a test case, and, 1like every test case, it
fiixed a principle. It did not create that principle; yet it de=
\Jr:ed what it should mean for the world. We know that men are
ave; but to see an act of heroism wonderfully quickens the
khowledge. In like manner, he whom God is holding by His right
nd is sure of life without end, but the spectacle of Jesus!
abtual resurrection gives to his prior faith a now intensity of

eling. It makes his hold upon it more living; so that he dares

[

tp apply it undismayed to the darkest aspects of oxperience-?
tp sorrow, to tragedy, to igrmniny and pain. The world is now

transfigured in his eyes,? .

That is to say, the resurrection of Jesus and the

Jhristian=hope=are=ono=and=inseparabies =




We have taken account of the critical and neg-
btive estimates of the resurroction of Jesus Christ. We have
tried to listen with patience to those who would meke the resa
irrection of Jesus of Nazareth a myth, woven out of an excited
imagination. We have discussed the evidences for the resurrection,
both in the scriptures and in the person and the work of Ohfist
gnd his disciples, We have listened to Paul as he outlines the
undamentals of his faith and hopse. We have considered the teste
jmony of his contemporarieé and his successors. It was our con~
¢lusion that the evidences, contradictory in some respects, too
brief in some places and burdened with unnecessary detakls in

dther places, was still reasonable enough to command the serious

egpect of thinking people.

When folks deny the possibility of the resurrect-
on of Jesus because of the inconsistencies in the New Testament
aports, the operate upon a literary principle.no where else

ployed. To demand absolute and perfect consistency‘on the part

f those untrained and highly excitable disciples, is to demand -
he impossible. These men were human enough to be inconsistent.
f the several accounts of the resurrection were without blemish,
ithout shortcomings and inconsistencies, then indeed, would we
ave occasion for serious wondering’ and d\oubting. Fortunately for

the salvation of future generations, the scriptures will neo

longer be subjected to the brﬁtal necessity of perfectly pazallel-l




ing their respective contents. To make the evidences of the re-
surrection as reported in the gospels, the Acts and the Pauline
lotters absoluteiy consistent and hamonious is to attempt the
impossible. It cant be dom®. There is an essential harmony how-
over of the permanent and the abiding elements.

Wo are convinced of this- that Jesus Christ was
triumphant over death and the grave. We believe in the resurrectd
ion from the dead of the Son of God. ¥e admit the difficulties |
involved. What ultimate disposition is to be made of hlis natural
body is difficult to determine, It is epiritual suicide the '
dogmatize at this point. We simply dont know..ﬁelieving as we
do in the Fatherhood of God, and in His infinite love and mercy
we are helped to certain conclusions. We dont know what fortunes
or misfortunes befell the body of Jesus., I%-is difficult to con-
ceive in what way his mortal body was transformed into a spirit-
uel body, qualifying it for eternal citizenship in God's Kinge
dom, and still retaining those elements recogniszable to mortal:
eye. If thid viewpoint is difficult to oomprehend, the alternat-
ive viewpoint is s8till more difficult. To believe that the body
of Jesus Christ, that body fashioned by the spirit of a loving,
heavenly Father, and nursed by a Virgin mother, to belbeve that
that body was left in some obscure grave to suffer corruption
and disintegration, to believe that is -to do insult to every

sense of Christian propriety. And yet we must believe one or the
e —_
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ks dust has been scattered by the winds of heaven to the four

bther. There is no other alternative. The material body of Christ
as either transfetmed into a spiritual body, recOgnizabhe’by
his surviving friends and serving as the corner stone for the

wope of the resurrection; or his body rotted in the grave, and

ornere of the earth., On the basis of the latter conception we

iave no assurance but what the dust that was blown about the

gfreets of Boston today was once g part ofithe*divine Son of

jnfinite love, and by some process as yet dimly understocd, the

od,

r

¥é have faith enough to believe that God, in Eis

O

Qhristianity is due in no small degree, to the pagan mutilation
¢of Christ and His message, until nothing of the superhuman re-

mains, If we can no longer accept the possibility or the desire

jEe gin ridden world, let us cease preaching the gospel. The man

ﬁarther than the horizon of his @wn experience, has no Easter
m

od& of our Lord and Saviour was saved the embarrassment of rotting
n the tomb. It may be a&id that the viewpoint of & resurrected
ody makes necessary a.ﬁiracle of stupendous and far reaching
imensions. What of 147 Who is a fraid of a miracle, when the

haracter of God is at stake. The flabbimess of’p}eaent day

bility of a miracle, then for God's sake, and for the sake of
ose theology is 8o sterilised and whose vision carries him no

bseage, The Christian pulpit today is being desecrated by men




who wear the seamless garment of Christ, but who remain so big-
oted as to believe that God is capable of doing only those things
which their own mortal minds are able to completely rationalize,.
Fhen our religion has been reduced to purely material dimensions
it will have lost its strength and its appeal, and will ceass to
be Christian. When we are no longsr ablé, in our supposedly mental
infallibility, to admit the possibility of a miracle, then Faster
Sunday will have beccme a dead institution.

Because we have faith enough to believe in the

esurrection, even tho it cant be completely rationalized, we

ave falth enough tv belisve in immortality. We mean by that

ndividuel and personal resurrection Irom the grave. Several
| ubstitutes have been offered to take the place of this perasonal
' esurrection. We have radical socialists who place all their eﬁeryy
and their thougnt upon the present order. Thaey beliéve in a sort
bt social immortality. Their horizon is bounded by the present
1if e, Bﬁt what shall we say of tﬁe myriad of souls that hake
lied and will die before the coming of this golden era? Then we

have the so-called immortality of influence. The individual, whilg

easing to exist as a separate self consciousness, continues
ter death to live on in the effects for good or evil which he
broduces in the lives of those who come after him., There is much

truth here., What lover of humanify but feels himself sustained

in his struggle by the thought of Lincoln, Augustiie, Lutﬁér,




far reaching influence? What is the nature of this personality
that can work without end., Then there is the immortality of
value, The significance of life consists not in what we do but
in what we mean. Kach life is the expression of some purposs,
some desire, some ldeal. It is so with all the permanent values
that give dignity to human life, It is true of justice, of beauty
of loyalty and comsecrdtion and worship., But how should we ever
have come to appreciate the permanent values of these great
ideals except against the background of the changing?
None of these subsitutes can ever take the place
of the hope of individual, personal resurrscticn. If it is diff-
icult to believe this, it is more difficult not to believe it.
Few souls there are who consistently and energetically deny
the possibility of life beyond the grave. To rob mankind cof the
hope of immortality is to deliver every son and daughter of cre=
ation into the yewing chasm of a mocking fatalism. It were better
mever to have been bornm, than to have been brought into the world
and after enjoying &ife to the full, to be forever doomed to an
unconscious slumber in the grave!!Qur whole soul cries our agains}
this. It is a blasphemsy to the scul, an éutrage to consciencs,
lan injustice to the obvious beauty and goodness of God to call
into question the hope of a personal eternal immortality.

It is because immortality seems supremely worthful
that we desire it, and because we expect the universe to answer

ur highest desires that we believe in it. All that mekes life
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peantiful, and society noble, and character secure, we hold in thg

last analysig by faith. We dare to trust where we cannot prove,

nd act where we dare not know. The ground of individual con-
Eidence today is largely the faith that ages have thought into
learness and lived into character. The indefinable by mighty
forces of sentiment that have carried mankind into the highest
incéivilization and into the ideals that are the conditions and

4

%Lnspiration of_ all human progress rise in the heart of the sol=
jtary thinker ¢f today. Beliefe in immortality will one day becoams
lnevitable., Inevitableness of belief is the goal toward which
Bistory is moving, and we who live in the present are in the midst
f this sublime tendency.

¥hen we take the deatfless life on trust we have
ynder our feet the most stable things within the compass of human
gaxperience: the conscience, the ideals that are the conditions

gf the worlds advance, the highest in history, and the highest in
the universe,= the character of God. The proof of our immortal-
i1ty is not complete; but the evidence for it is so great that it
yould be an outgage upon life not to honor it with credence.

In c\onclusion we give this parting thought t¢ him
fho may be scepticelly minded regarding the contents of this paper

8 to the hope of the resurrection from the grave, so beautifully
i

Phrased by James Russel Lowell, W ¥hen the keen sorutiny of

gceptics has found a piace on the planet where a decent man may
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his children, unspolled and unpelluted; a place where age is
reverenced, infancy protected, womanhood honoured, and human 11fd
held in due rega;'d,- when sceptics can find such a place ten niled
square on this globe, whore the gospel of Christ has not gone
before and cleared the way and laid the foundations that made
decency and security poséi‘blo,; it will then be in order for the
scaeptical t'literate' to move thither and there ventilate their
views. But 8o long as these men are dependent upon the very re-
ligion which they discard for every privilege they enjoy, they
Imay well hesitate to rob the Christian of his hope and humanity
of its faith in the Saviour who alone has given men that hépe of
sternal 1ife which makes 1ife tolerabld and‘.society possible,

land robs death of its terrors and the grave of its gloom.®




