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The Reliability of the Resurrection Narratıives
Jake O”Connell

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG Zeıt zwischen dem DDienst VO EeSUS und der Abfassung
der Evangelien legt | Ja jene Berichte innerhalb dieses

FS herrscht eine weitreichende UÜbereinstimmung unter Zeıtraums als ungemeln bedeutend erachtet wurden,
Theologen, dass die Aufzählung der Auferstehungser- ıst en nahe liegend, dass SIE exakt überliefert wurden,
scheinungen, welche Paulus ıIm Korintherbrief B: 28 und somıt ıst wahrscheinlich, dass die Auferstehungs-
angibt, als historisch zuverlässig anzunehmen ıst Aller- erzählungen zuverlässig sind ] werden mögliche
dings neigen nicht alle Wissenschaftler dazu, auch die Einwände dieses Argument berücksichtigt, die auf

dem Markusschluss und offensichtlichen Widersprüch-Auferstehungserzählungen der Evangelien als verbürgt
anzuerkennen. |J)er vorliegende Aufsatz vertritt die ıchkeiten in den Evangelien eruhen Nach der eigent-
Zuverlässigkeit dieser Erzählungen und konzentriert sich ıchen These des Aufsatzes geht Z Bedeutung, die

renaus für die Zuverlässigkeit der Auferstehungserzäh-R] auf die etonung, welche die Kirche auf UÜber-
lieferungen Vo Auferstehungserscheinungen aus der lungen hat

RESUME eriode intermediaire entr: le minıstere de Jesus eTt Ia
redaction des Evangiles. On accordait CS recıts un  (D

Un large CONSEeNSUS parmı 1es specialistes reconnaıt telle iımportance qu'il est vraisemblable qur'ils Ont Ste
[T historiquement fiable 1a liste des DEFSOMNMECS transmıs AVEC ıdelıte est donc probable YUE les recıts
QU! Jesus est 10107108 apres resurrection (1 (Oö evangeliques de Ia resurrection SONT ijables |”’auteur
F plupart des specialistes n est cependant Dds encline considere les objections qu' on peut OPpPPOSET ceite
considerer [1M jables les recıts eEvangeliques de la these SUTrT la hase de } finale de Marc er de Ia presence
resurrection. auteur defend leur fiabilite CONMNCET- de contradictions apparentes dans les Evangiles. PuIls

SUr ’importance accordee Dar les Eglises AdUX ira- Ontre ’apport significatif d’Irenee DOUT confirmer Ia
ditions cConcernant les apparıtions du Ressuscite dans Ia fiabilite des recıits de Ia resurrection.

UMMARY period between Jesus ministry and the writing of the
Gospels Since these stories WerTre regarde tremen-

There IS widespread agreement mM scholars that dousiy ımportant during this time period, ıT: IS likely that
the list of resurrection aPPECAdFaANCECS provide: DYy Pau| they WeTlTe passed accurately. ence ıt IS ikely that the
In Corinthians 15 208 should he accepted AS histori- resurrection narratıves of the Gospels Are reliable. POsSs-
cally reliable. However, MOST scholars dre NOT inclined sible objections his ar  u ase‘ the ending of

accept the reliability of the Gospels resurrection 1ar- ark and the ofrcontradictions In the
ratıves. This Aarsucs for the reliability of these Mar- Gospels Are considered. In appendix consider the

significance of lIrenaeus for the reliability of the ( -atıves DV focusing the emphasis the church placed
tion narratives.traditions of the resurrection appearances during the

of the resurrection of Jesus 15 headed Dy Wıllıam
Introduction ILane Cralg, Rıchard Swınburne, Stephen Davıs,

The last decades QV wıtnessed increased Ga Habermas AN! Miıchael Licona, an
aM OUNT of lıterature the question of whether Wright.‘ Wrı ht’s book made such splash in the
there 15 CONVINCINS evıdence that Jesus Chriıst 1OSC world of bıblıcal scholarshıp that the Journal for the
from the dead Ihe lıst of Chrıstians wh: AaVEe Study of the Hıstorical Jesus devoted all entıire 1ssueEe
recently authored books arguıng tor the hıstoricıty It Ihe apologısts for the resurrection aV en

EJT 19:2 147



AKE ()'CONNELL

countered DYy the publıcatıon of The Embpty Omb lısted in Corinthians 15:3-8 dIC historical.?
Jesus eyon the Grave,* which contaıns fifteen HENEGE: C VE non-Christian scholar Pınchas Lapıde
CSSAVS trom VAarıoOus contrıbutors arguıng agalnst STAaTtTES that thıs lıst e  MmMaYy be consıdered 4A5 e-
the resurrection. ale Allıson has made A val- MECNLTL of eyewitnesses”,** AaN! Gary Habermas iın
uable contrıbution the dıscussıon wıth hıs hıs of VCT Z ZU0 publıcatıons the TCSUT-

“Resurrecting Jesus  D hıch 1SCUSSES the possıble rection, r CPOITS that the ata DPaul relates 1ın these
VL SES 15 “frequently taken almost : face alue” DYrelatiıonshıp between the resurrecti1on ADPCATANCCS
scholars xan CONTEMPOFALY re POI'tS of NCOLHNErS wıth the

deceased ® Sınce Paul’s close ProXimıty the FV PIC-
us trom dısmı1ssıng the mater1al of Corin-

thıans 15:3-8 4S legendarYy, an SInCe vırtuallyThe verdıict of scholarshıp: Corinthijans
15 15 rehable

OC 15 wiıllıng PrODOSC that the dıscıples Just
made the ole thıng up,  12 AaVve acknow/l-

When inquıre 4S what mater1a|l from the edge that the people mMmentioned ıIn thıs lıst really
New Testament IMaYy be accepted 4S hıstorıcal,* dıd belıeve that Jesus had appeared them Thus,
find that there 15 essentially UunNAaNnımMOQOUS aQT ecemMECNT these AaDPCATANCCS “happenecd. however explaın
that the lıst of resurrection ADPCAFALNCCS related theır happening.”
DYy aul in Corinthijans 15:3-8 stands VC close

the actual events.> Ihe prımary TCAaSOonN for thıs TIThe resurrection narratıves: ATrC theyJudgment 15 Paul’s close proXimiıty the CVENtES 1
relhable?15 clear ftrom VAarıous places 1n Paul’s epistles that he

knew number ofpeople who partıcıpated ın these However, hıle affırmıng the hıstorıcıty of Cor-
AD PCAFANCCS, includıng the eaders of the erusalem ınthıans 15 provıdes us wıth valuable ınforma-
church, where thıs iınformatıon W as Trst formu- t1on about the ADPCAFANCCS (ın partıcular, dIC

lated and controlled. For example, in Galatıans told who WEeEeTITC ınvolved, that SUOLIILIC AaDPCAFANCCS
1:18 aul tells us that after hıs cCONvers10N he occurred STOUDS an that there WCCIC multı1-

weeks In erusalem wıth Peter, durıng whiıich ple appearances), 1T still leaves the hıstori1an wıth
time he also SAaW Jesus’ brother James. TIhus when somethıng be desired, because Corinthıians
DPaul relates thıs lıst, he O€es havıng had TrSt 15:3-8 provıdes descr1ıption of Just what the
hand CONtTACT wıth number of people who took ADPCAFANCCS WEer«c lıke
part ın these ADPCATANCCS. DPaul 15 therefore sımply In order find such descr1ptions AUE
TOO close the EVENTS for these ADPCALALNCCS be the resurrection narratıves of the Gospels.
consıdered legend Bute the hıstorj1an’s ZICOUNIErS SOTILIC dıf-

Several other factors (: also be cıted 1n SUPPOIT ficul In the COMNSCIISU: the h1ısto-
of the hıstoricıty of thıs mater1al: Hırst, DPaul rICILYy of Coriunthıians 15:3-8, Ial y scholars ATC
that he receıved the mater1al (19:3) AaN! thereby sceptical of the hıstorıical relabilıty of the(
indıcates that the mater1al orıginated prior hıs t10N narratıves. hıs scept1cısm 15 Jargely result

of the fact that there 4A1 Ser1Q0us doubts about whoCONVers10N (NO 1838(0)8° than about five after the
crucıfix10n). Second, DPaul Cr SCS words hıch the Gospels an hOow close the authors WTG
ATT uncharacteristic of h1s vVoCca  arY, fact hıch the EVENTS ale Allıson probably speaks for
SUPPOITS the notion of pre-Paulıne or1gın for the MOST scholars when he the task of
mater1al1./ Thırd, SOMIC of the Corinthıians aD Dar- demonstratıng the essent1ıa|! hıstorıicıty of these 11ar-

ently knew Peter (1:12) AT they thus COr aVEC ratıves: “But how could It be done*? aVC een
asked hım for confirmatıon for the AD PCATANCCS he readıng the secondary lıterature tor long, tıme,
related. Fourth, Jews lıving outsıde Palestine (such AT do NOL know. 1o knowledge, OC
d ın Corınth) routinely WEentTt erusalem for has pulled off the trıck vet; In fact. CVCN
the Jewısh fCaSts; AT whiıich tiıme they could verıfy those who arguc for the hıstorıcıty of the ‚UI-
the ACCULACY of aul’s STALEMENTS wıth the Jerusa- rect10on, 1T 15 un find defence of the
lem church F SOIINIC of these AaDPCAraNcCs ATC general reliabilıty of the resurrection narratıves;
related 1ın the Gospels, fact hıch ındıcates that the sual procedure be Arguc for the
the StOrI1es cırculated wıdely and WEEIC NOTLT merely hıstorıicıty of the resurrection DY relyıng primarıly,
ımıted Paul and hıs co-workers ® ıf NOL solely, the mater1al of Corinthians 15:3-

hus It quıte clear that the AaPPCATANCCS 815 ven Wolfhart Pannenberg, staunch defender
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of the hıstorıicıty of the resurrect10n, declared that about 0)8 sSayıngs of esus) hıs fact becomes
the resurrection narratıves “have such strongly ar gument tor the rehabilıty of the resurrection 11al-

legendary character that ONC (CAT! scarcely find hıs- ratıves when iıt 15 combıined wıth the ftact that the
torıcal kernel of theır OW 1ın them ” .16 Gospels ATC faırly rehable. If the Gospels AUC faırly

rel1able, thıs that INa tradıtıons about
Jesus WEIC relably transmıtted the tiıme ofHow C  _ cshow that the resurrection the wrıting of the Gospels. Now, ıf the carly church

narratıves ATrC relhable? regarded the StOr1es of Jesus’ resurrection 45

Ihere 15 go0od TCASON reject the prevaılıng SCCD- ItfSs MOSLT ımportant Jesus tradıt1Oons, an the carly
t1C1SM. (OOnce couple of factors ATC taken ınto church W ds able accurately PICSCIVC INalıy Jesus
AaCCOUNT, the hıstorıical relhabilıty of these narratıves tradıtions (as evidenced DYy the fact that the Gos-
111 SCCI1 much Thus, PTFrODOSC the tol- pels AT faırly relable), then 1T 15 lıkely that the
lowıng tWO-SICP Aargumecnt for the relabilıty of the resurrection tradıt1ons WEEIC accurately preserved.
resurrection nNarratıves: hıs 15 because IT would make lıttle tor the

1) It be wiıdely accepted schol- church transmıt ıts MOST sıgnıfıcant tradıtıons
ATr’S5 that the Gospels AIC  „ AT the V least, faırly rel1- ınaccurately whıle 1ıt transmıtted ItSs less sıgnıfıcant
able HAF By “falrly relable” sımply LL1ICAan that tradıtı1ons accurately. My Aargument far INay be
the Gospels contaın quıte lot of ınfor- outlıned 1n syllogıstıc form A ollows:
matıon. In C tor example, the Infancy Ihe Gospels ATC faırly rehable.
Gospel of Thomas, the canonıcal Gospels ATC NOLT Therefore, the carly church W d5 able A { Qa

Overridden wıth Jegend that they constıtute rately transmıt Ianı y Jesus tradıtiıons.
merely collection of tables. ralg k vans, prom1- Ihe early church WOU lıkely transmıt the
C hıstorical Jesus scholar, tells us that there ıs Jesus tradıtıons IT valued the MOST least 4A5

“remarkable AMOUNT of COMNSCIMNSUS 1ın recent schol- accurately 4A5 the 11C585 IT valued less.
arshıp” that the Gospels yıeld “sıgnıficant hıstorıical Ihe early church valued tradıtı1ons of the 1CS-
data” . !/ Likewise, Evans STAates that “the Gospels urrecti1on AaPDPCAFaNCCS the MOSLTL
ATC 1L10 viewed 4S useful,; ıf NOT essentially rel1able, Therefore, the tradıtıons of the resurrect1on
hıstorıical ources” 18 AD PCAFANCCS WEEIC transmıtted accurately.

Indeed, the fact that MOST scholars consıder Iherefore the resurrection narratıves of the
the Gospels be faırly rehable 15 eviıdent from Gospels ATC essentially
the wıde aCCCDLANCE of the criıter1on of multıple
attestation.!” Siınce claım 15 NOT LNOTC lıkely be Were tradıtions of the resurrectionhıstorıcal 15 multıply attested DY argely unrel1-
able documents, thıs erıteri1on only makes APPCALPANCECS consıdered significant?

ere AL four C4SONS for thınkıng that tradıtıiıonsıf the Gospels ATC faırly rehable. For example,
(HIIC thınks that the hıstorıcıty of Jesus’ descent into of the esurrection ADPCATANCECS WETC regarded A

hell 15 rendered MIOTC hıstorically ıkely because 1T tremendously sıgnıfıcant durıng the per10d
15 multıply attested Dy the Apostle’s creed AaN! the 300)-/70
Gospel of Nıcodemus. ese documents ATC NOT

g0o0d hıstorıical OUTICCS AaN! consequently the fact The resurrection 4S the clımax of Jesus’ liıfe
and Israel’s hıstorythat they both gıven O€Ss NOT

make that aV TMOTC lıkely be hıstorıical. By Ihe early church belıieved that Jesus’ resurrection
served 4A5 the clımax of Jesus’ ıfe aM that Jesus’ ıfeCONTraST, ArgUuC (as MOST scholars: do) that the

odds that Jesus sed the term Son of Man” ıtself served AS the clımax of Israel’s hıstory:“
a) hat the resurrection W ds consıdered thedIC raısed ıf find IT attested DY all four Gospels,

make the implıcıt assumptıion that the Gospels clımax of Jesus’ ıfe durıng the per10d 3()-/7()
15 clear from the tact that Paul,; COQUT prımary SOUTCECAdTIC AT least faırly rehable.

Further, PDrODOSC that durıng the per10d for thıs per10d, focuses far LLLOTIC the resurrecti1ion
than he O€es Aal1LY other hıstorıical ASSOCI1-between Jesus’ MINIStFY AaN! the wrıiting of the GOS-

pels (C 30-70),“° the stOrı1es of the resurrection ated wıth Jesus. Excluding the resurrection, aul’s
references the CVEHES of Jesus’ lıfe ATrC relatıvelyAaDPPCArFANCCS WEIC regarded 4S AL least equally S1&-

nıfıcant CO, ıf NOLT LHNOTIC signıfıcant than, al y other SPaTSC, the maın exception being hıs ACCOUNT of the
Jesus tradıtıon “Jesus tradıtıions” being, stOrı1es Last Supper in Corinthıijans D} By‘ ref-
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GCIC1LIEGS Jesus’ resurrecti1on ATC ıIn Paul,; ınthıans provıdes compellıng evidence that the
C Romans 1 4:24; 6 L S:1l; Corin- ecarly church consıdered the resurrection ar-
thıans 6:14; Corinthıians 4:14; 9515: Galatıans be extremely important.
: Phılıppians 5:20; IThessalonınns 4: 14; an We MaYy begın by explainıng DPaull’s general 4a1
MOST prominently Corinthıians 15; whıiıch 1ın the PaASSASC. aul tr1es Qr straıght those 1n
chall return .*? In ddıtiıon the cheer quantıty of Corinth who ATC denyıng the future resurrection.
feferences. number of make 1t clear that lo make hıs al gument, DPaul YrSt appecals that
Jesus’ resurrection W as consıdered ftoundatıonal which he describes 45 of “Grst ımportance” (V.5);
the faıth Jesus’ resurrection makes possıble OUr Jus- and what constıitutes the N R of the Gospel
ti1catıon Romans 4:295), belıef in hıs resurrection (wv.1-2
constıitutes the grounds of OUTr salvatıon (Romans $For delıvered yYOU 4A5 of YrSsSt ımportance1029 an! hıs resurrection guarantee OUTr what also rece1ved, that Chriıst died for COUrTr
OW. resurrection (1 Corinthıians 15 hessalon1- S1INS accordıng the Scriptures, *441nd that He
A411l5 4:14) Hence, Reginald Fuller 15 COTrrTreCi that W 4a5 burıed, AN! that He WAaSs raısed the thırd“"I’he resurrection of Jesus from the dead W as the
central claım of the church’s proclamatıon. There day accordıng the Scriptures, Yand that He

appeared Cephas, then the twelve 6After
W as per1 when thıs W as NOL o 723 that He appeared LLIOTC than five hundredIhe notıion that Jesus’ ıfe W as the ADCA of brethren AT ONC tıme, MOST of whom remaınIsrael’s hıstory 15 prevalent throughout the New
Jlestament (e.g Matthew 26:54; Luke 24:2/; Acts untıl NO but SOINC aV fallen asleep; ”then He

appeared James, then the apostles; and2:16: 15:52: Corinthıians 15:3); AN! Israel’s last ofal 4S (OIC untıimely born, He appearedhıstory W as certamly regarde Aa narratıve STOFY alsoof G0d’s iıntervention 1ın the affaırs of uman-
kind *> God CTE human beings, destroys the After enumeratıng the lıst of wıtnesses the
world wıth O0C trees the Hebrews ftrom resurrection APPCAFANCCS, DPaul from the fact

of Jesus’ resurrection the absurdıty of the Corıin-DYy performıng mıiracles, punıshes Israel DYy allow-
ıng the Babylonıuans destroy them aM ralses thıans) den1a]l of the general resurrection. Here he
Cyrus facılıtate the Jews’ the Promised ZOCS 1Into detaıl concerning the poıint he makes else-

where (Romans OL1L: Phılıppians 5220: Corıin-Land Ihe carly church W as SUTC that thıs STOTY had
thıans 12 Thessalonıans 4:14) Jesus has eenfinally een brought clımax by the COom1ng of

Jesus, Israel’s Messıah. raısed A the TrSt fruuts of the general resurrection;
Ihus, S1Ince Israel’s hıstory W as narratıve he has en raised that the FEST of humanıty

STOFY an Jesus’ ıfe W as the clımax of that story, 111 eventually be raısed 4S well aul that
there 15 general resurrect10on, then the PULDOSCcshould CXPCCt that ftrom S beginning the early

church placed emphasıs narratıng the EVENTS of of Jesus’ resurrect1ion ould be defeated. and
Jesus’ ıfe Sınce the resurrection W adas the clımax of den1ıal of the former 15 essentially den1ıal of the
Jesus’ lıte should CL emphasıs 0)8!| the latter. But Jesus’ resurrection 15 the VCLY foundatıon

of the faıth, an S1InNce the Corinthians afırm Jesus’narratıon of the resurrect1on AD PCAraNCCS durıng
the YTST decades of Christianıty. resurrection, It 15 absurd for them deny the SCHh

eral resurrectlion.
The apostle DPaul Pau[l’s argument makes 1T clear that he cons1ıd-

We aVE Just argued that Jesus’ ıfe W ds consıdered N the resurrection of Jesus be tremendously
the clımax of Israel’s hıstory anı thus that the earlı- ımportant. He STates that ıf Jesus’ resurrection
EeSsTt Chrıistians lıkely emphasızed the EVENTS ofJesus’ NOT then the Chrıistijan’s taıth 15 in aın
lıfe Further, S1INCE the early Chrıiıstians consıdered an he A4SSUM1CS5S that the Corinthijans
the resurrection be the clımax of Jesus’ lıfe, thıs wıth hım thıs (It 15 the general resurrection

that they would also aV emphasızed the hıch they enY. hıs reinforces the point
resurrect1on ADPCArANCCS. Hence: COn ıf we had made above: Paul’s epistles eVince the fact that
explicıt STatfemMENTS from OUrTr pre-/A OUTCECS atfırm- Jesus’ resurrection W as the central focus of the CAaTr-

ıng the ımportance of the resurrection aD PCAT- hest Chriıstians. But ıt 15 ın thıs PasSsagc that
d ould st1ll be Justifıed posıtıng that find tremendous ımportance ascrıbed NOT only
the APPCATANCCS WEETC regarded 4S VCLY sıgnıfıcant. Jesus’” resurrect1on ıtself (the fact that Jesus Was
Rut 1n fact do A explicıt STAfeMENTS ( or- raısed from the dead) but also the resurrection
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AaDPCAFANCCS (the fact that after Jesus WAS raised known the erusalem church.?? Further, DPaul
he appeared LLUMMIECTOUS people). hat tremen- clearly ımplıes that the Jerusalem church,; 1ıke DPaul
OUS ımportance W AS ascribed the resurrection hımself£, regarded the AD PCAFANCCS 4S of
AaDPCAFANCCS 15 clear from the folowing: primary iımportance.

1) Paul declares in that the iınftormatıon We GE NO the IMOST sıgnıfıcant point.
which he 15 remindıng the Corinthıians of 15 “of first DPaul explicıtly STAatCcs that the apostles

agreed wıth the of the Gospel whiıich heimportance” (LE of primary ımportance) AN! that
thıs ınformatıon 15 the GSSGIEICE of the Gospel the A1VES 1n VETITSCS 3- He declares: “whether 1T W as

CEsSCHI of what the Corinthıians belheve for salva- (3r they |the other apostles ], preached AN:
t10N hıs informatıon 15 the eat. burıial VYOU belıeved” (IS5 I' he referent of “th y.„ Ere
an resurrection of Jesus, the fact that these EVENTS 15 the apostles, the mentioned ın VGEESCS

an When Paul refers what he aM the otheroccurred 1n tulilment of the Scriptures, and the
lıst of resurrection aPPCAFaNcCS. 'Ihe fact that aul apostles preached, he surely the inftormatıon
labels these AD PCATANCCS A of “first ımportance” summarızed 1ın 15:3-8 the eat burı1al aM UT-

GT that he ıncludes them 4A5 essentıa| part of rection of Jesus, the fact that these EVENTS tulfilled
the Gospel 1in VGESGS I certaınly ındıcates that the Scriptures, and the resurrection AaDPCATANCCS,
he consıdered the AaPDPCAFANCCS hıghly sıgnıficant. hus the apostles wıth Daul ON the prımary
Further, DPaul wrıtes that he had “passed on  A thıs iımportance of thıs iınformatıon.
ınformatıon the Corinthians when he had rst Wırth regard the ıdentıity of the apostles,
tounded the church ın Corinth Thus. the TECSUT- there 15 SOMNC uncertainty 45 precıisely what DPaul
rect1on AD PCAFANCCS WEeTrCc part of the foundatıonal DV thıs term. ° However, It 15 clear from
materı1a| hıch DPaul delıvered the churches Corinthıians 12:28 that the apostles tunctioned
hıch he establıshed Therefore, al churches which 4S prominent eaders ın the Chrıstian
aul ounded would aVe eecn instructed that the In thıs V  , aul affırms that the apostles AdTiTC of
resurrection ADPCAFANCCS WEIC part of the founda- rst rank, rankıng e“ of prophets, teachers AaN|
t1on of the faıth .26 In addıtıon, SInNCce aul consıders other prominent iındıvıduals in the early church
the AD PCAFANCCS be of priımary 1ımpor- hıs fact 15 confirmed Dy Galatıans 1:19 where
CANCE, C(CAall 4SSUMIC that he NOT only presented DPeter aMn James, each promiınent Christian eaders

AN! heads of the erusalem Church, A1LC iıdentihedthe ADPCAFANCECS the churches hıch he ounded,
but that he also presented them the Ial y ther AS apostles.*‘ hus when Paul STAFES 1ın Corıin-
churches which he visıted. TAhus: because DPaull’s thıans 15:11 that all of the apostles wıth hıs
M1SSIONAFY travels WEEIC quıte eXtens1IVve, V preachıing, thıs 15 STatement that hrıs-
large number of the rsSt churches MUST t1an leaders, includıng the eaders of the Jerusa-
aV known of DPaul’s hıgh regard for theC lem church (the “mother church” of th: Chrıstian
t10N APPCATALLCCS., But in fact: 1T W as NOT only Paul movement),*“ wıth hım the iımportance of
anı hıs co-workers wh: ascriıbed ımportance the resurrection appetarance  S_33

Corinthıians 3-1 15 extremely 1MpoOTr-the ADPCAFaNCCS.
Z DPaul indıcates that thıs lıst of aPPCAFaNCcCS dıd LaAant PaASSASC for the presecnt ar gument. TOmM thıs

NOT orıgınate wıth hım 11OT dıd the practice ofPa DaASsSaSCc learn that Paul consıdered the Ur\[-

ıng IT along 11C CONVeErtFS He plaınly STALES that rect1on AD PCATANCCS be part of the toundatıon
he “received” thıs information.?” It 15 almost CCT- of the faıth, aM that all other apostles (includıng
taın that thıs mater1a|l W as discussed between Paul, Peter aM ames) agreed wıth hım thıs IThe COIl-

DPeter AaN! James durıng the weeks which DPaul clusıon ollows that durıng, the per10d 30-/70
eNnt wıth DPeter in Jerusalem durıng the 300s the eaders of the Chrıstian church WEIC agreed ın

(Galatıans 8-19) At thıs tıme, DPaul had Just ascrıbıng tremendous sıgnıfıcance the CG-

jJoıned ounded the belief iın Jesus’ t10N AapPCAFANCCS, Indeed, B VCNn ıf ther three
resurrection an he hımself had recently exper1- SE  S fail the fact that the early church COMN-

enced resurrection aPpPCAFALNCC. It ould thus sıdered the resurrection ADPCATALLCCS tremendously
be incredıble ıf the resurrection AaDPCAFAaANCCS WEIC sıgnıfıcant 15 establıshed from thıs PaSSAYC alone.

subject of dıscussıon durıng those weeks:
Jewiısh theological dısputesodd rıghtly remarks that CC,  wWe 1L1d y PICSUMIC

they dıd NOLT spend all the tiıme talkıng about the Ihe proclamatıon of Jesus’ resurrection would
weather . ”28 hus these aD PCAFANCCS WEIC certaınly aVe thrust the Christian Into the mı1ıdst
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of controversıal Jewısh theologıcal dıspute: preservatıon of Jesus tradıtiıons. However, these
Whether the resurrection of the dead ould 1SsSUES WEeTrC preserved 1n documents wriıtten after
In the Pharısees, there WEIC Ar least L[WO / despite theır decreased relevance for that time

1n YSTt CCNTUFYV Judaısm wh. rejected the per10d. hıs 15 only explaiınable ıf Jewısh-Chrıistian
notion ofbodıly resurrection. Ihe FEssenes belıeved theologıcal dısputes Ooccupıed iımportant place
in the iımmortalıty of the soul (Josephus, EWISI 1ın the tradıtıon prior Sınce the-
War 2.153-58) an the Sadducees rejected the t10N ADPCAFANCCS, Dy ırtue of theır relatıonshıp
afterlıfe altogether. Ihe Chrıiıstian claım that NOLT the general resurrect10n, ould aVve entered the
only ould the general resurrect1on O'  y but that catcgory of Jewıish-Christıian theologiıcal dısputes,
ICS (T TEL W as 1O vouchsafed because God should that they Ooccupıed ımportant
had raısed Jesus trom the dead. %: could hardly AaVe place durıng the peri0d 30-/70
ZFONC unchallenged Dy those Jews wh. doubted
the resurrection for ıf the claım Was Iru It would The cerucifixion
requıre FreVISION theır belıef aul speaks of the “foolıshness” of the MCSSASC

Ihe contentiousness of the notion ofC- of the 1ın Corinthıijans 17  9 Thıs remark
t10N 15 plaın from Acts 23:06-/, where DPaull’s M1NCNMN- (ICCUTS iın the CONTLEXT of hıs dıscussıon of Jewiısh
t1on of Jesus’ resurrection CAauscs argument A Gentile rejection of Christianity: Jesus’ CrUuC1-
break OUL, an from the Synoptıc Gospels (Matthew fixıon 15 “stumblıng-block” Jews AaN| “t*oolısh-
AD DE and par. ) where SOTMNIC adducees approach ess  A Gentiles. Because of the Chriıstian herıtage
Jesus AN! ask hım question ıntended demon-

SAaVIlOuUr of the world W d crucıfhed (1 NOLT strıke
of CONteMpOr ary SOCIELY, the proclamatıon that the

STrate the absurdıty of the resurrection. Likewise,
the rabbinıc wrıtıngs testify dısputes the 1C5S5- MOST modern CaTrs 4S particularly strange } But thıs
urrecti1on between the Sadducees and theır OPPO- WAas NOLT in the ancıent world, where crucıfixion
nents.° Ihe Chrıistian claım that Jesus had een WAS regarded AS STUCSOMC, cshameftul punıshment
raısed from the dead WAaSs 1ın effect claım aVEC

Ihe ancıent OUTCCS erucıfix10n A een
be ınfliıcted the members of SOCIETY.

stunnıng L1CW SO of evıdence for the realıty of
the resurrection: eyewıtness rCDOTTS of actually thoroughly examıned DY Martın Hengel;® whose
resurrected PCISON. hıs evıdence would certamly observatıons ınclude the followıng:
be questioned Dy those sceptical of the general Hebrews 125972 speaks of Jesus suffering the
resurrect10n, AN! thus debates the APPCAFANCCS cshame of the aM thıs 15 choed DYy Celsus
ouldA taken place 1n Jewısh-Christian cırcles. who wrıtes that Jesus W as “bound 1n the MOST

the ADPCAFaNCCS become the subject of 1ZNOMINIOUS fashıon” AN! “eyxecuted in chame-
ewısh-Christıian theologiıcal dısputes, IT 15 lıkely Way” (Hengel, 7 In Maecenas’
that the ADPCATALLCCS ould COHIC OCCUDV cComparıson of the sufferings of old AnC wıth the
promınent place in the tradıtıon. Thıs 15 because slow death of crucıfix1on, Seneca responds that
ewısh-Christian theologiıcal dısputes clearly such ıfe 15 NOT worth lıving an that ONC should
OCCUDY promınent place in the tradıtiıon, 4S the cCOmMMILIt sulcıde before suffering eat that Can be
preservatıon of INallıy of them in the Gospels compared being fastened €Cthe accursed tree  29
indıcates. Ihe Gospels aVı preserved debate (PP 30-31 sıdore of Seville calls hangıng better
whether healıng the Sabbath constıitutes work than the Crucıfixion W as punıshment
(Mark 1-12), debate whether pickıng grain gıven those who had commıtted awtful crımes
W 3as unlawtful the Sabbath (Mark 3-2 )3 such 4S CasSON, murder AN! SOTFCCIY (34) anı It
qorban dıspute (Mark /:1-23), the adducees’ W as especılally applıed slaves 51-63). Juvenal
question marrıage 1n the resurrection (Matthew thought IT abominatıon that from the

an the question of whether the dıscı les class had portrayed crucıfhed victım 1n
should PaYV the Temple (Matthew 1/:24-2/). play, aMı thereby owered hımself the level of the
Ihese dIC dısputes that could NOTLT AVUE arısen 1in lower classes (35) IThe Gospels provıde the MOST
Gentile churches, but rather clearly reflect Jewısh thorough descr1ptions of crucıfix1on 1n ancıent H{
interests an thus orıgınated 1in Jewish-Christian erature, AS Greco-Roman wriıters avoıded the sub-
cırcles. They MUST aV arısen prior when ject (25) CO  D W as sed 4S vulgar iınsult 9
Jerusalem WAas destroyed anı Jewısh-Christianity Hengel wriıtes that “the Roman world Was largely
W as quickly dıvorced from the FeEST of the UrC. unanımous that crucıfixion W as horrific, disgust-
cCeasıng ave much iınf)quence the church’s ıng busıness” (3/) In Greek5 heroes
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who WTG bound be crucıfed WT always the other ADPCAFrAaNCCS. Ihe other AaDPCATANCCS all
Ooccurred ındıvıduals wh: WETC well-known inrescued from the before actually dyıng (81)

Sınce Jesus’ death DYy crucıfixion W asSs consıdered the early church and theır iınclusıon in the lıst Canl

such shameful, degradıng affaını It 15 lıkely that be explaıned that basıs 58 Yet the 500 do NOT fit
potential CONVeETrTS would aAM en reluctant thıs CaLtecZOTFV; thev d1C NOLT well-known ındıvıdu-

als AaN! theır inclusıon in the lıst demands anotheradopt the LIC  S faıth, AaN! aul tells us 4S much ıIn
Corinthıians 8-3 IThe notion that OINCOLIC explanatıon. Ihe evıidentıal alue of such large

who W AasSs sınless Z Corinthians ö:21) aM dıvıne AaPPCAFANCC furnıshes Just such explanatıon.
(Philıppians 2:6-11 had suffered thıs SOTrT of PUN- SECcONd.: that the APPCAPALNCC W das used eviıden-
ıshment would TAaW Susp1Cc10N. Because of tially 15 strongly suggested Dy the fact that DPaul
the ınıtıal scepticısm whıch the Christian MCSSAHC “most lof the 500 | ATC stı1ll lıviıng,
ould CENCOUNLETK, 1T 15 probable that whatever 1Cd- though SOILIC A tfallen asleep”. TIhe of
SOM1S the early Chrıistians provıded for accepting such passıng remark 15 lıkely 5dAV, in effect, that
Chrıstianıty would be subjected close SCrUt1INY. MOST of the wıtnesses dIC st111 there for aNVOLLC who
rTrom Corinthians 15:3-8 1T 15 that the wıshes question them. Wrıight COIMN-

carly Chrıiıstians presented the resurrection AD PCAL- “ The entıire paragraph 1S about EVIdENEGE:
4S evidence for the truth of Christianıty. \a about wıtnesses being called, about somethıng that

thıs 15 the CAaSC, then the resurrection ADPCATALNCCS actually happened for whiıch eyewıtnesses could
ould AVe een subjected close SCrutINYy Dy aM ould vouch.  239
potential CONVETrTS an thus AaVE ONC LLOTC HEeRCE Pannenberg 15 lıkely rıght that e
LTCAaSOI belıeve that there W as sıgnıfıcant iıntention of thıs enumeratıon 15 clearly g1VE
emphasıs the resurrection ADPCALALLCCS durıng proof DYy of wıtnesses the facticıty of Jesus’
the mıd FSt resurrection.  40 hus the resurrection AaDPCAIANCCS

There ATC ındıcatıons from Corinthians served evidentialıst function for the early church
15:3-8 that when the early church enumerated 1CS- aM WEIC therefore 1CASOIN presented DYy the Chriıs-
urrection APPCAFALNCCS, 4A5 Paul O€es nere: 1T dıd t1ans 1ın favour of the truth of Chrıistianıty.
tor apologetic PUrLDOSC, presenting the Cc-=

t10Nn AD PCAFANCECS 45 eviıdence tor the resurrection Hırst objection: Mark’s endingaM NeNCE, given the centrality of the resurrection
tor the faıth (SEE above), the truth of Chrıistian- One pomnt hıch Call be raısed agalnst the aT‘
ItY. First, the TTr uHCcCLuHre of DPaul’s ar gument indıcates Ment that the resurrection ADPCATANCCS WEITIC

ascribed tremendous sıgnıfıcance in the ecarly daysthat thıs W das the CAasec Hıs argume NL agalnst the
Corinthijans’ den1al of the general resurrection 15 of the church 15 that Mark, generally regarded 4S

based the contention that Jesus’ resurrection the YSt Gospel aM usually dated c.65-70, ends
ZUATANLECS the fact of the general resurrection. It hıs Gospel wıithout al y resurrection AD PCAFANCCS,

Ihe last twelve VE SCS ofark’s Gospel, hıch dothen that DPaul’s PULDOSC ın cıtıng the lıst
of AaDPCATANCCS 15 ArgZuc that Just 4A5 Jesus’” 1CS- NAarrate AD PCATANCCS, dIC regarded DY vırtuall
urrection YUAFANLECS the fact of the general Ur- scholars AS later addıtiıon the Gospel.* hıs
rect10on, the AD PCATALCCSu the fact of ould INCall that IT orıgınally ended wıth the dıs-
Jesus’ resurrection.°” On thıs interpretation, the hıst of the CMPLYV tomb ın 16  0o However, thıs
of AaPPCAraNCcCS A discernıble Nnction: DPaul’s 15 NOL the CdSC : 4S SOIMINIC scholars maıntaın, Mark
argumcnt from usıng the fact of the aD PCAL- NOT actually en| hıs Gospel Ar 16:8, but rather

demonstrate the fact ofJesus’ resurrect10n, the orıgınal ending of Mark has been lost.* But
then usıng the fact of Jesus’ resurrection dem- V the assumption that Mark orıgınally

the fact of the general resurrectlon. If thıs en AT 16:8, the absence ot resurrect1on aD PCAF-
1$ NOLT what Paul 15 tryıng do, IT 15 hard S{SC; iın hıs Gospel should NOT be taken ımply

that he NOT consıder the ADPCAFANCCS sıgnıfi-whvY he produces the lıst of aDPCAraNces.
'Ihe second indıcatiıon 15 the mention of the Car 1VEe times in hıs Gospel Mark antıcıpates the

500 PCISONS iın the lıst Iwo facts SugSSeSsLt that thıs resurrection of Jesus (8S:51; SL: 10:32-34;
AaPDPCAFaNCcE has eecn iıncluded in the lıst because 14:28 A he mentions 1n partıcular AD DCAL-

A11CEC 1n Galılee 1n 14:7)8 anı agaın AT the enNn! of hısthe large number of wıtnesses strongly supports
the factualıty of the d  CC Fırst, the Gospel ın 16  q Henece, the fact that Mark ends hıs
of the aD PCAFaNCcC the 500 dıffers from that of Gospel wıth prediction of resurrection aD DCAI-
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AI that plausıble CAasc Can be made that t1ONINS the basıc hıstoricıty of the narratıves. (It 15
he dıd regard the AD PCAFANCCS 4A5 sıgnıfıcant, and necessarıly subjectıve Judgment AS when COIMN-

SEL ONg Casc € A be made the CONLrAFYV. Ihus, tradıction should be consıdered maJor an when
AL the absence of resurrection narratıve 1n mMi1norT.) In the CAasec of Wılt Chamberlaıin’s ZAMC,Mark leaves ambıgu0us the question of how S11& ıf had conflicting testımonYy MG where the
nıfıcant he regarded the resurrection ADPCATANCCS. ZAMC W AaSs ocated what It occurred IN,
Ihıs CANNOT be sed OVeEertTurn the clear eV1- these would be sufhcıent E doubt the basıc
dence examıned above (partıcularly that of Paul) SCTOTY. Wıth regard the resurrection narratıves,
hıch iındıcates that the resurrection AaDPCATANCECS there ATC only contradıctions of such
WEeTC ascribed signıfıcanNCE durıng the per10d magnıtude: 1) Luke lımıt the AD PCAT-
30-70 Jerusalem, Mark AaNı Matthew SCCIN

Iımıt them Galılee, aM John Sa yS that they took
place In both erusalem AN! Galılee: Z JohnSecond objection contradictions? contradıct the Synoptics 4A5 whether NOL

Another thıs argumcecnt miıght be that the Mary Magdalene found OUL that Jesus W as 1CS-
resurrect1on narratıves CAaNANOT be rehable because urrected when che WEenT the tomb The short
they contradıct each ther Accordıing Fuller, A11ISWCCTS these problems A 4A5 follows: aVe
“rthe StOrı1es themselves AaDPCAr iıncredıble the dealt wıth in detail 1in forthcomiıng article.”grounds of theır palpable inconsistencies”. 4S One AT John 15 COTTECT that Mary Magdalene NOT
Can certaınly compile long lıst of seemıng dıs- learn of Jesus’ resurrection when she visıted the
crepancıes the narratıves, ver HC PDTrO- tomb, but the Synoptics do NOT actually afırm
POSC plausıble harmon1ısatıons 4S well.“«* But ıf otherwise. Regardıng 1), John 15 GCOHTECT that the
ATC arguıng only for the general ACCULACY of the APPCAFaNCcCS took place iın both Galılee AaN! Jerunarratıves an NOT for theır inerrancYy, eed salem, but ] uke O€es NOLT exclude Galılean AD PCATI-recCOgNIZE that SOTIIC contradıcti0ns, C VEn ıf unhar- AS he superficially C OTr do Matthew
moni1sable, AdIC NOLT sıgnıfıcant enough raıse an Mark exclude erusalem AaDPCAFaNCCS 45 theydoubts about the general ACCULACY of the d- superficially SC}
t1ves. Before propose harmon1isatıons aAaTC dısmıssed

ıllustratıon from the USA Basketball player 4S straıned aM far-fetched, the followıng C ASE oughtWılt Chamberlaıin’s 15 credıted wıth scorıng 100 be consıdered. In theır book methodologypoints (MIC SaAMC However, thıs game W 3Aas NOLT ftor conducting ocal hıstorıical research, Barbara
caught Vvideotape an there ATC thus number of Allen 2881 Wıllıam Montell investigated dıffer-
dıscrepancıes 1n the detaıls Chamberlaın claıms he eNT of the 1881 Iynchıin of
had ten ASSIStS that game, *° hıle the officıal IMNCNMN FEFrank aAM Jack McDonald (“the McDonald
reveals he had only tWwOo. 46 Some aM DOYS”) In Menomuinee, Miıchıigan. One ACCOUNT
Chamberlaıin SCONNS hıs point Jay up,  5 claımed they WEEIC hung from raılroad Crossıng,hıle others Sa y It W as dunk.*® When Chamber- whıle the other claımed they WEeTC
laın scored hıs pomt, the crowd rushed NTLO pıne tree Ihe seemed hopelessly COI-
the COUTT, but SOMC Sa v the ZAINC W as tradıctory untiıl Allen anı Montell dıscovered old
called AT thıs DOIMNt, * whıle others claım that the photographs that showed the bodies hangıng At
crowd W ads cleared an the ZJaAMC resumed. >©0 Mınor ıfferen ımes from both Dlaces. macabre AS It 1S,contradıctions such AS these do NOLT CAST. doubt the McIDonald DOYS apparently had rst eecn hungthe essentıa| of the STOTY. from raılroad crossıng, then taken down, draggedThe large maJorıty of contradıctions pıne erce. 2881 hossted N agaın .°the resurrection narratıves ATIC of mınor
kınd For example, there ATC contradıc-
t10NSs VvVer how INanYy visıted the tomb aN! Conclusı:on
whether 1t W as daylıght st111 dark when thev We aV SCCI1 that there ATC ftour Strong [TCAasOoNSsS
arrıved. These ATC surely NOLT sıgnıfıcant enough belıeve that the resurrection AaPPCAFaNCcCS WEIC

ımpınge upOoN the general relhabılity of the StOTY. consıdered extremely sıgnıfıcant durıng the per10dHowever, It 15 possıble aVe apparent contradıc- between Jesus’ minıstry an the wrıtiıng of the
t10ns which ATC NOLT trıvıal aN! whıch, ıf incapable Gospels TOM thıs Cal conclude that INallıyof being harmonised, ould be grounds for qUu Jesus tradıtıons WeTrc transmıtted accurately, the
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stOr1es of the resurrection ADPCAFANCCS WEIC lıkely 11655C5 of the AaDPCAFANCCS implıes that Irenaeus had
them. Thus the assumptıion that the heard Polycarp relate of the resurrection

Gospels ATC AL least faırly relhable SOUTICCS, 2VE ADPCArANCCS, Otherwise, 1T 15 dıfAcult under-
good 1TCASON thınk that the resurrect1on d- stand how in the YTSt place, Irenaeus ould know
t1Vves ATC rehable that Polycarp had conversed wıth those who had

SC the LOrd; and 1ın the second place WwhYy Ire-
ould make mentıon of It. Further, Aat theAppendix en! of the second PaASSAYIC, Irenaeus explicıtly STAFLES

One pomnt whiıch 15 NOL related the specıfic a’ that Polycarp heard StOr1€es of Jesus’ miıracles and
MeEeNT gıven above but which Oes affect the general eachıng from those whı had SC the Lord, and
question of whether the resurrection narratıves dIiIC that Irenaeus heard the SAdI1L1IC StOr1€eSs from Polycarp.rehable ought be consıdered. In an Her- ut ıf these wıtnesses the AaPPCArances elated
PSLES 33 Irenaeus recalls hOow,  5 duriıng hıs youth, StOr1€eSs GF Jesus’ miracles aM teachıngs, surelyhe Met Polycarp: they also related stOrı1es of hıs APDPCATANCCS, If thıs

15 >  5 then Irenaeus has heard sStOrı1es of the 1CS-But Polycarp also W as NOT only instructed DYy
apostles, AN! conversed wıth INalıy who had urrection APPCATANCCS 45 recounted DYy CHLICOHE

SCCH Christ, but W ad5s also, bDy apostles ın Asıa, wh. spoke wıth the eyewiıtnesses. It 15 well-known
that elsewhere in hıs wrıtiıngs Irenaeus afırmsappoımnted bıshop of the Church ın Smyrna,

whom also SAa W 1ın carly youth, for he Lar- that he regards the four Gospels 4S authoritatıve.
ried ‚on earth | VE long tıme, and, when Since Irenaeus also regards Polycarp 4A5 rehable
vVC old Ial glor10usly aM MOST NO suffer- SUOUICC, It 15 hıghly lıkely that the descr1pt1ons of
ıng martyrdom, departed thıs hıfe, havıng always the resurrection APPCAraANCCS hıch Irenaeus read
taught the thıngs hıch he had earned from in the four Gospels ATC substantıally the Sainılc 4A5

the apostles, and which the Church has handed the of those ADPCArANCCS hıch Irenaeus
down, N whiıich alone Lru: had heard from PONcarD. *

Further, 1n Irenaeus’s Letter Floriınus (quoted in
FEusebius’s Church Hıstory, 5.20.5-7) he wrıtes’ Jake (’Connell 15 candıdate 1ın Iheology

af the University of ChesterFor when W as DOY, Saı W yYOU ın lower Asıa
wıth Polycarp, MOVINg in splendour in the royal
COUFT  ® aM endeavourıng galn hıs approba- Notes
t10n. remember the EVENTS of that time LLOTC ıllıam Lane Craig, Assessing the New Testament Evı-
clearly than those of recCeNT For what dence fOr the 1STOVLCLDY of the Resurrectun f Jesus (reV.
DOYS learn, SrOWINS wıth theır mınd, becomes ed Lewiıston: WI1IN ellen, 2002 19  19 Rıch-
Joıned wıth tEe: that able descr1ibe the ard Swınburne, The Resurrection of God Incarnate
VeLY place in whıch the blessed Polycarp Sat Or OTr Universıity Press, N u also
4S he dıscoursed, an hıs ZOoINSS OUT aN! hıs the transcrıpts ofral: debates the resurrecti1on

(wıth rther commentary) CISUS erd LüdemannCOmM1nNgs In, aM the Manner of hıs lıfe, AN! hıs
physıcal ADPCATANCE, and hıs dıscourses the and John Domuinıc Crossan: Paul Copan (ed:); Wıll

people, and the hıch he SaVC of hıs the al Jesus Please An Debate Between Wıl-
ham ANE rarg and John Domianıc (rossan ranıintercourse wıth John AaN| wıth the others who Rapıds Baker, Paul Copan (ed.), /esus’ Res-had SCCH the ord AS he remembered theır UVVECLION ACt 1gmen Debate Between Wıllam

words, AaN! what he heard trom them CO ANE rag and erd Lüdemann (Downers Grove:
ıng the Lord. AN! concerning hıs miracles AaN! E 2000 Stephen Davıs, Rısen ndee. ıng
hıs teachıng, havıng received them from eyewit- SENSE of the Resurrectumn ranı Rapıds [  ans,
LICSSCS of the “Word of lıfe”. Polycarp related 1995); Gary Habermas and Miıchael E1cona:

The ASE the Resurrectumn f Jesus Grand p1dsthıngs in harmonYy wıth the Scriptures.
Note that 1n these Irenaeus refers egel, 2004); Wrıight, The Resurrection of the

SOn0 inneapolıs: Fortress, 2003John an the others wh: had “seen Christ” AaN! Price and Jeffrey Lowder (edS.); The
had “seen the Lor »” Ihese ATC the wIıtnesses Embpty Tomb Jesus EyonN the GravDeE (Amherst,the resurrection AD PCAFAMNCCS (John 20:18, 24; Prometheus,
Corinthians QAK) Ihe fact that Irenaeus empha- Dale Allıson JE: “Resurrecting Jesus” ın Resur-
S17Z€S Olycarp’s personal famılıarıty wıth the WIT- vecting Jesus: The FEarlıest Chrıistian Tradıtuon and AA
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Interpreters (New York L& Clark: 198- thew’s Galılean aD  CC 15 the the 300)
375 and DPaul (Acts 1-9) Al recounted elsewhere ın

the New JTestament.Wıth regar attempts dısmıiıss hıstor1-
cal argumcent for the resurrection, Dri0r: GE For rther dıscussıon of Corinthıians 15:3-8 SCr
have long been adequate rebuttals the tandard ra1g, Ässessing, 3-62; Habermas and Moreland,
phılosophical aAargumenNts SUC. those of Hume Beyond EA: 128-133,141-147.
and Troeltsch) agalnst the possıbılıty of aiIlırm - 10 Pınchas Lapıde, The Resurrection of Jesus. EWLS.
ıng the hıstoricıty of miıiraculous ven! (see C Perspective inneapolıs: ugsburg, 1985
John Earman, Hume’s Abject Faıdure The ÄArqgument 144. Habermas “Resurrection Research”. 136
Ägamnst Miracles (Oxford: Oxford Universıity Press, After SUrveVyiInNg OVCT 2200 publıcatıon Jesus’
2000); DPaul €es }Y and TeQOFYV Boyd, resurrection from 5-2  5 Gary Habermas
The Jesus Legend: ASE the Hıstorical Rehuabıilıty wrIıtes that “The substantıally UuNaAaNıMOUS verdict of

5Synoptic _ Jesus Tradıtion ranı p1ds Baker CONTtEMPOFrarYy ceritical cholars 15 that Jesus’ dıscıples
Academıic, 9-9 Wıllıam Lane Craig COMN- Aat least belıeved that he W d alıve, resurrected from
vincıngly refutes reCCNLT argumceNts by John Meiıer the dead” (-Experiences of the Rısen Jesus: Ihe
and SN (Y’Collıns that the theologıcal TC Foundatıonal Hıstorical Issue the Karly Procla-
of the resurrection makes the Ven! ımpossıble matıon of the Resurrection, ” Dialog 45 2006 TE
investigate hıstorıically asonab Al Chrı1s- 297 2859)
Han and Apologetics (Srd ed; Wheaton: (ross- 13 But SX NOTE possıble naturalıstic explanatıons
WaV, 53-57 On the legıtımacy of creating for the AD PCATANCCS.

bıfurcatıon between faıth and hıstory general, Dale lıson JE Resurrection of Jesus
SE Wolfhart annenberg (ed. } Hıstory and Ratıonal Apologetics” 1  AX  u Chrastı,
(New York acmıllan, partıcularly annen- orthcoming. Allıson’s question does aSSUummmec that
berg's “Dogmatıc ESsSES the Doctrine of LIOTIIC of the Gospels WEeEIC wriıtten by the tradıtional
Revelatıon”, 124 58 authors. For the Gospels really do OMNC from the
After SUrVeEYINS OVCT 27200 publıcatıons Jesus’ tradıtional authors, then the authors WEEIC VC close
resurrection TOM 5-2  5 Gary Habermas COIMN- the EVENTS thus the resurrection narratıves
cludes that “the Vas  m maJorıty of erıitical cholars well the Gospels Oole be accepted
who the question \ of when DPaul received relhable though thıs artıcle grant thıs ASSUMND-the materıal of Cor 3-8 place Paul’s reception t1on for the sake of5 elhıeve VC Strongof thıs mater1a| ın the m1ıd-30s CE)} (“Resurrection C AdS! be made for the tradıtional authorshı of
Research from 1975 the Present: What Are COrıit1- Luke; SC C'olın Hemer, The Book In the
cal cCholars ayıng?” Journal the Study ıng of Hellenastic HLıstory (Wınona Lak:  @ Eıisen-
Historical Jesus 2005| 135-153, 142) brauns, 1990 08-364 Whiıle thı  a the CAaS! for
1Io SaVy that these APPCATANCCS NOT egendary, the eyewıtness authorshı of John 15 also Strong,

Sa y that they hıstorıcal, 1$ NOT Sa V that NOT SUTC the tradıtiıonal authorshıp of Mat-
thev WEeTIC actual ADPCATFANCECS of Jesus raısed from thew and Mark
the dead Rather, the virtually unanımous opınıon 15 It INaYy NOT be the 4asCcC that gıven scholar who
of scholarshıp 15 only that the people ın thıs lıst had 1ın such INanner necessarıly AYICCS wıth the
experiences 1C they belıeved WEeTrTC experiences maJorıty posıtıon that the narratıves dIC unrelıable,
of Jesus raısed from the dead. Many scholars who for he INaYy ArguCc thıs ashıon purely pragmatıcHrm that these AD PCALANC “happened” (that ls’ groun Ihat 1S. the argument be made only
SOINC SO of experience occurred, the 15 NOT by appeal those materıals whıch IMNOST cholars
ASE\ nothıng) nonetheless eiıther aCCCPL, then the argument wıll probably Wın INOTC
whether the exper1ences WEeETIC eal bodıly AD DCAFT- adherents. Ihıs cert: y be the approac.
aNcCes posıtıvely endorse non-supernatural of Habermas and Liıcona Case, A who
explanatıon for the AD PCAraANCCS. For OVeErVIeW that they base theır ar! gument for the resurrection
of the IManıy dıfferent kınds of alternatıve explana- only the O,  mıinımal facts” (1iE those facts 1C)
t10NSs SCC Habermas, ate Lwentieth accepted by the large maJorıty ofscholars). Like-
Century Resurgence of Naturalıstic Responses WISe, ough Craig argucs for the relıal  1ty of the
Jesus’ Resurrection ın IMN OUVNNA: narratıves iın Assessng, when engagıng publıc179-196 debates the resurrecti1on SUC. those referred
See Habermas and oreland, Eyon NOoTte above he typıcally STates that he 15
ea lorıng the FEvıdence Immortalıty arguıng only from facts which dIC accepted DYy the
Eugene Wıpf OC 1998 129 large maJorıty of cholars
The PCATANCCS DPeter (Lk the Iwelve Wolfhart annenberg, /esus: God andMan (Phıladel-
(Lk 6-44 Jn 20:19>23); possıbly the 500 (see phıa Westmuinster,
Craig, Assessing, 45-48, for the that Mat- 1 ralg kvans, “ Lıte-Of-Jesus Research the
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Eclipse of Mythology” 1 heological tTudies 54 urrection AaPPCAraNces specıfically the ar-
ANICECS ATC mentioned these speeches (e Z

18 Evans T (Jf- Jesus Research” 13 51) 70 for lıst f scholars whe elıeve
For ıntroduction the CrHerna for authenticıty that the speeches embody earlv apostolıc preaching
includıng the crıterı1ıon of multıple SC SCC Habermas “Resurrection Research” 143 52

Craig Vans “Authenticıty Oriıteria L.fe But thıs ITEr of consıderable debate
of Jesus Research Chrıstian CHOLAVY S Revıcw SCC Cra1g, Assessing 28

31 John Meiıer Margınal 23 Regıinald Fuller The Formatıon Resurrection
Rethinking the Hıstorical Jesus (vol New York Narratıves (New York acMıllan 48
Doubledayv, 1991 16/ 195 On thıs ıdea Luke Acts artıcular SE

Just A conceding for the sake of argument the Howard arsha Luke 1St0V1aANn and eologıan
MaJOrC1LCY that the Gospels WEeTC NOT WTrıtfen (3rd edıtıon TAanNı pıds Zondervan 1998
Dy the tradıtıonal authors also onceding the 25 On thıs PO1NT SC Rendtorft Concept of
MAaJOrCICY pOS1IUON that the Gospels WEEIC wrıtten after Revelatıon Ancıent Israel” annenberg, Revela-

If the Gospels WEEIC fact wrıtften before LION as Hıstory 25 53
70 then they be reckoned generally rel11abDle Some scholars AaVEC propose the unlıkely

that INAaLıYy CYCWIUICSSCS would still have suggestxon that urıng DPaull’s 3 the ADPCAFANCECS
been around hıle they WEIC wYrıtften and lısted Cor 15 really WEEIC only wıthout
the controllıng of the erusalem church actuallyv being narrated SC Ulrıch ılckens
On the ole of CEVEWICNESSCS SC chard Bauckham Resurrectuon 1011C0: Lestimony LO the Resurrectuon

Jesus and the EyeWILTNESSES the Gospels Eyewitness Tes- An Hıstorical Examınatıon and Explanatiuon anta
LUMOVY ranı Rapıds Ferdmans On the John KNOX, ut hardly CXPCCt that
controlled of the Jesus tradıtıon SCC ırger potentıial CONVeErT rısti1anıty WOL AaVEC
erhardsson. MEeEmMmoOrvY and Manuscript ran been persuaded SIUMPLY DY earıng, for example,

ıds kerdmans, ıudem, The Reluability of “Jesus appeared Peter  I er aNVOINNC hearıng
the Gospel Tradıtuomn (Peabody: endrıiıckson, such STatement tor the fırst 1! WOU iımmedi-

NOT Aat SUTC the of the dates ately wonder what 1L MeANT At 1C PO1NT DPaul
of the Gospels but Robınson Redating the whoever elatıng the ADPCATALCCS WOUuU eed

elaborateNew Testament (Phıladelphia: Westmuinster,
probably the best-known attempt argu«c for ften noted that the receıved and

pre-/! date passe be used technıcal for Da
2 Ihıs ı the general no of Ulrıch Wılckens sacred tradıtıon (e Habermas and More-

land Beyond Death :29)Understandıng of Revelatıon wıthın the Hıstory of
28Primitive Chrıstianıty' Pannenberg Revelatıon Dodd, The ostolıc eachıng and Its Develop

Hiıstory S12 cf Wrıight Testament MENT London Hodder 1944)
and the People ofGod (Mınneapolıs Fortress Not cholars that the 1St of resurrection
147 166 ADPCAFANCECS ‚WaVS exısted the PIECCISC form

IC ind IT Cor 15 number belıeveOutsıde of DPaull’s epistles the other New lestament
documents whiıich have the MOST scholarly SUPPOIT that DPaul! the creed en! wıth the ADDCAL-
for PIC /0 date probably Peter Hebrews and Aa11CC58S DPeter and the Iwelve Aat 15 (see Jerome
James oug! thı  S number of others also ate urphYy- Connor “ Iradıtion and Redaction

Cor 15 ALNOLLC 1011CA: OnarterlyPIC The reSUrreCLIOnN clearly ascrıbed S19
nıfıcance DPeter (1 Z1) AS well Hebrews 582 589) although such cholars acknow/l-
SCC areth Cockerill Ihe Better Resurrection edge that the AD PDCATANCCS st1l] r CPI'CSCIIIC
(Heb 171 35) Key the Structure and Rhetorı1- PIC Paulıne mater1al MC ıf thev WEeEIC NOT PUut 1INTLO
cal Purpose of Hebrews 1 1)7 IHndale Bulletin 51 lıst orm ntıl DPaul ven ıf only the ADPCATANCCS

Peter and the Iwelve ATC the referent of what(2000) 215 234 Ihe resurrecti10n NOT mentioned
James but thıs clearly astorally orıented letter of irst ım 15 thıs still ındıcates that

1E has ıttlie theologiıcal fOcus the absence of those before Daull held the ADPDPCATALILCCS be of Airst
rEeESUrreCLION from 1T be taken indıcatıve ımM pOrtTaNCE (sınce they proclaımed the AD PCATANCCS
of ack of interest IT DYy the author Ihe Varll- DPeter and the Iwelve) ‚V ıf they NOT PLO-
OUS speeches the resurrection Acts hıch vıde lıst of APPCAraNCcES DPaul ould
purportedly from the mouths of Peter and Paul also OINC rovıde However IT does NOT SCCIN CIV
eed be taken 1INTO consıderatıon here S1INCEC Malr that the lıst Was NOT Put 1NTO IS final ftorm untıl DPaul
cholars arguc that these speeches ven f NOT the that the Ole 1st DPaul except tor

words of the apostles embody pre-/0 AD the addıtıon of hıs OW)]C 8)
tolıc preachıng If thıs they certaınly testıfy much LLOTC CIV (see Kırk MacGregor COor-

iNTterest Jesus resurrectLiOon and the 1CS- iınthıans 15 3D 6a and the Resurrection of
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Jesus” ın Journal the Evangelıcal 1 heologıcal SOCZ- Manv of the contradıctions ATC dealt wıth
E 2006 225-234 2212291 Craig, Assessing, at VarıoQus po1nts ın Craig, Ässessng. One CAd)]  e also
2-3 consult John Wenham, FEaster mgma Fxeter:
On the ıdentity of the apostles SCC the entries tor Paternoster, but wıth the CAaveart that Craig
“apostolos” ın IDNT and Kevın ıles, 15 rıght erıticıse Wenham the grounds that
"Apostles Before and After DPaul” 1n UVNCHMAN cche tends take hıs often unnecessarıly elaborate

241-256; Ben Wıtherington, Women In the speculatıons, NOT INCETC possıbılıties, but actual
Earlıest Churches (Cambrıidge: Cambrıidge Uniuver- facts” (Assessing, 229) See also Jakob Va Brug-SICV Press, 1988 1151156 SCNH, VvIS Eartlh The Gospel Narratıyes 1StOrYy

51 On the fact that Galatıans indıcates James WAaSs (Grand Rapıds: Baker, 1998)! Jakob Va  - Bruggen,reckoned an apostle SC Rıchard Longenecker, Jesus the Son of God. The Gospel Narratıves MessageGalatıans (Dallas Word, 1990 38; John Paıinter, Grand pı1ds Baker,
Just James. he Brother f Jesus In Hıstory and Ira- 45 Wılt Chamberlaın, Vıew VYOoM bove (New York
dıtıon (Columbıa Universıity of South Carolına Vıllard, O9 190-191
Press, 6U:;: Frank Matera and anıe Har- See A CODYV of the boxw Bryan urwe. At
rington, Galatıans (Collegeviılle: Liturgical ’ reSS. The Buzzer! ALLCAHE: steals, YVINgG M  P Magıc deals,

Miıchael The Greatest Moments In N BA 1StOVY27 Ihe centralıty of the Jerusalem church 15 evıdent (New York Doubleday, L7
trom the fact that thıs 15 where the early Christians 4 /
gathered ogether resolve the Gentile CONTLFOVEISV

urwe. Buzzer, 126
458 UrWe. Buzzer, 126CTS 15) S Bauckham, “James and the urwe Buzzer, 126erusalem Churc ıdem (ed'): The Book of Acts 5() urWe. Buzzer, 126In AK) Palestinıan Setting ranı Rapıds CT  ans, 51415-480 “John Versus the Synoptics Mary Magdalene’s

33 Visıt the l1omb” Conspectus, o  com1ıng.Ihe Acts speceches need be noted Cr If they 52 See Coule, Ihe Post-Resurrection .ppear-be ate: pre-/| (see above noOte) then, wıth
ATNICES in Lıght of Festival grimage: New Tes-theır emphasıs the resurrecti1on APPCALANCCS, thev

provıde independent attestatıon Paul’s STatfement
FAMENT Stud1es 58-61; Craig, ÄSSESSING ,

Cor 1511 3-2
53 Eddy and Boyd, Jesus EIE: 474

S5Sd the connection between Jesus’ 1-
It mıiıght be ked how Irenaeus be closerection and the general resurrection mıssed by

SOINC of the Gentile CONVETrTS Corıinth, but the the CVE1IMS gıven that he 180 the 1C5S-

connection WOULU. have been obvıous IMOST Jews. urrecti1on ADPCATANCCS Occurred However,
25 See the cıted in raham ohen, Everyman-'s the tiıme gap NOT sıgnıfıcant It first ADDCAIS.,

Accordıng Martyrdom of Polycarp 9 PolycarpTalmud (New York Dutton, 257/7-364
when he dıed ın 155, and thus Was bornMartın Hengel; Crucıfixuon In the AncıentVand

the OLW Message CvroOss (Phıladelphia: For- the VCar If the wıtnesses the APpPCArances WEIC

$ about the SAaINıc AYC Jesus lıttle VOUNSCTI, they
WOULU UE been about 8(0-90 old 8

28
Thıs 15 well explaıned ın Craig, Assessing, 16272
Thıs pomt 15 made Dy Allıson, Resurrecting Jesus, when Polycarp W as If Irenaeus WAas d} old
DE when he (Josephus three of hıs our
rıght, Resurrectuon, 23725 works hıle he W as between the AYCS of and 62)
Pannenberg, Jesus: God and Man he WOU aVe been about when Polycarp W asSs

41 The pPrımary LCAaSOIN for egardıng these CI5S5C5 L: Ihus there 15 nothıng ımplausıble about Ire-
ınauthentic 15 that thev ATC M1SSINS, from the earlhest being only ONC lınk removed from the WIt-
manuscrıpts ofMark CSSCS the AapPCAFaNceS. Incıdentally, It WOU be
On thıs possıbılıty SN Clayton Croy, Theutıla- profitable search Irenaeus’ wrıtiıngs SCC ıf he
HON of Mark’s Gospel Nashville: Abıngdon, relates informatıon the resurrection ar-

Stein, “ T ’he ın of Mark” Bulletin AaNcCcCes 1C 15 NOT OUuUnN« ın the New Testament:;
for Bıblıcal search 18 (2008) 7/9-98 such informatıon IMaV well derıve from hıs CONVECT-

47 Fuller, Formatıon, Saf10Ns wıth Polycarp
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