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I. INTRODUCTION,

Comparatively speaking the blography of Jesus was

' rarely attempted prior to the nineteenth century, and even
during its first half. There were but few who ventured to
£1ill up the parsimonious yet graphic outline of the 11fé of
Jesus as glven us by the Evangelists with materlal derived
from contemporary history and literature. The reverence
inspired by the life of Jesus as He has been portrayed to
us as the Sbn 6f God deterred students from treating it like
the‘liﬁés of ordinary human heroes and great men. This was
not entirely an advantage for it hindered the Church in ob-
taining a life-like portralt of her Redeemer and left the
Gospels in some dlrections comparatively unexplored and im-
perfectly understood compositions. The remarkable activity
during the last century in writing lives of Christ has re-
sulted in a very serious scrutiny and mlcroscopih analysis
of the four Gospels, and also in a more vivid knowledge of
the actual personality of Jesus Christ. No other blography
has been subjected to such a test of fire and light, and,
one is constrained to believe, no other could have come
forth as unscathed as this one has.

But while there has been this great benefit there has
been a certain degree of disadvantage connected with this
new zeal in rewr;ting  the blography of the Man of Nazareth.
The endeavor haé“iaa:often tempted and intensified the pre-
conceptions of the would-be blographer and inflamed his
fancy. His task has been to fill up the canvass upon which
the Evangelists have described only the sharp but expressive
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outiines of that central Figure upon which Christendom rests
and around which huaan history gathers; and in awtempting to
accomplish it he has arawn ugon his iaagination and construc-
tive taient --- écubtiega gometimes unwittingly --- full as
much as ﬁyon his learning and coumon sense; and one wonders
whether the Evangelists, were they perwitted to return to the
garth for a visit, would recognize their Figure with 1ts mod-
ern features and coloring.

These blographies in their approach and interpretation
cover almoat as wide a range as the vagaries to which humani-
ty is subject; so much so that one feels that surely the lim-
it of the imagination has been reached and that so far as
they are concerned "there is no new thing under the sun."
They come frowm the pen of men in many lands, from clergymen
and laymen, from men within the Church and without, from be-
lievers and from unbelievers. They range from those which
are purely devotional --- to the excluslon of the critical---
to those which conclude that the Christian faith is the pro-
duct of the early Church and Jesus but an imaginary figure
created to crystallize and sponsor the core of that faith.
Included between these extremes are those which accept 1it-
erally the Gospel narratives and at the same time recognize
in them very definite problems toward which a reasonable ap~
prbach is sought; those which treat this biography the same
as that of any ordinary man; those which treat it from a
purely literary standpoint; and also those which in recon-
structing it will admit only the purely natural, entirely
excluding the supernatural.

It is also to be noticed tﬁat much of the modern in-
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terpretation of the 1llfe of Jesus has been included in works
which are, more accurately speaking, introductlons to the
Gospels and books on New Testament criticlsm. No attempt
has been made to bring them within the scope of this survey;
the field 1s too large.

With regard to the method of this paper 1t should be
sald that the plan has been to select from the wealth of Dbi-
ographies at hand a small group which would be representative
of the whole, and give these more detalled attention than
would be possible with the larger number. Whille examination
has been made of the blographies in their entirety, detalled
consideration will be given only to their treatment of those
portions of the narratives which deal with the birth and res-
urrection of Jesus. The justification of this method lies in
the fact that in this way 1t has been possible to make the
study with much greater care and that the narratives describ-
ing the birth from a virgin and the resurrection from the
dead deal with Jesus Christ's entrance upon and departure
from His earthly career. That which lies between in extreme-
1y important --- for therein is contained whatever service He
rendered the race --- but in great measure depends for our
interpretation of it upon our attitude toward these two events
Just mentloned; if the supernatural has a place in them it is
not out of harmony with His public ministry; denied in one
place, it will seem inappropriate in another. His birth and
resurrection are to Jesus' life what the shore towers are to
the suspension bridge, from them Hlis career suspends, and in

the two fold conviction (a) that an interpretation of them is
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~an index to a logical and unified interpretation of the whole
life of,Jgéﬁs, and (b) that the treatment of these events by
the biographer to whom reference will be made is indicative
| eir treatment of the entire life of Jesus, attention
1 not be glven here to His ministry and death.
The birth and resurrection of Jesus are cruclal events
‘gﬁiﬁis career not only because of thelr relationship to His
sarthly life but because they relate Jesus historically and
ally. "It is a distinctive mark of the Christian re-
that it blends together inseparably the historical and
spiritual."(1) We think of Jesus today not only in relation
to His earthly 1life but as the indwelling 1life of the indi-
vidual soul and the Church. "It is evident that the connec-
tion between the historical and the spiritual elements in
Christianity 1s established in a series of unprecedented
physical events. The mysteries of the Incarnation, the Res-
urrection, and the Ascension are essentially transitional and
connective events, bringing together and uniting the histori-
cal and the spiritual elements in the Christian religion.
These alleged events bring Christianity under observation by
the scientific mind, and dietate in a measure our mode of
procedure in vindication of Lts rationality,"(2)
The central purpose of this study has been to discover
and bring to the surface those problems, in connection-with
the birth and resurrection of Jesus, which are developed and
left unsolved by the blographer who departs from the literal
record and evident belief of the Evangelists; problems which

(1) Forrest: "THE CHRIST OF HISTORY AND EX¢ERIENCE" p 3. ——
(2) Sweet: "THE VERIFICATION OF CHRISTIANITY" p 104.
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come into being because of that very departure and, here a-~
gain, 1t may be said that, in the main, these same problems
arise in connection with the whole 1ife of Jesus, and not
only in association with His advent and exodus which are
meraly the integral termini of His earthly career. Emphasis
must be placed upon the fact that these events are so close-
ly related that the amerging problems are almost identical,
dealing chiefly with three basic factors; the origin and ac-
eeptance of the Gospel accounts, the person and work of Je-

sus Himself, and the integrity of the documents.
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his volumes reflect his unusually intimate knowledge of Jud-
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tic Languages in Bryn hkawr College and is now Profes-
emitic Languages in the University of rennsylvania
essor of New Testament Literature and Language in the
ty School of the Protestant Episcopal Church in Phila-
Alexénder H. Irvine is the author of "ky Lady of
¢‘ himnéy Corner,”" "Souls of Poor Polk," and other works.
Qauaner has a well earned reputation as a writer, historian,
aﬁd leader of thought in Zionist circles, to which cause he
L8 devoting his life. A learned and orthodox Jew, .he was
‘born in Russia and from 1904 to 1919 occupied various academ-
fi# positions in Odessa. Since 1920 he has been in Palestine
where he is professor in the new Hebrew University of Jerusa-
lga‘ The book under consideration here was written primarily
for the Jew, not for the Christian. He is also the author of

"The Kessianic Idea in Israel” in three volumes and "This
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in four volumes. J. kiddleton Murry is
divinity and mékes no pretense to write
The author of a number of works and the
eneum” he writes purely from the view

ary critic. David Smith was formerly Pro-

‘aks’just mentioned above, he has written “The
.ers of St. Paul,” "The Art of Freaching," "The
ayings of our Lord" and "The Feast of the Coven-
arschauer is aleo the author of "Jesus: Seven Ques-
“The New Evangel," "What is the Bible?" and "pProb-
immanence." Case 1s a member of the department of
tament Literature and Interpretation in the University
ago and has also written "The Authority of the Spifit
' Religion of Paul," "The Book of Revelation," "The

tion of Early Christianity," and "The Social Origins of
istianity."
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BIRTH OF JESUS.

——

Interpretations. Assuming for a moment the

resus of Nazareth and a reasonable regree of
the narratives, to both of which questions
‘11 be pald later in this study, one 1s re-
xamination of the records of Jesus' life of
once asked by His disciples, "What manner of man
have no indication that they ever doubted but
a man and this in spite of the fact that there
ae&rring conviction that He must be more. Though
ok in His face, the tone in His voice, the work of
nds, constantly startled them, --- made thelr hearts
_and called them to reverence and homage,"(3) --- yet

- felt that He was a man of like passions with them and
\strongly recoiled at Hle ovwn suggestions of His death.
ugh there was an Infinite separateness between them He was
‘f them. = Though often Hls questions would humble them and
?é&l the depth of their ignorance, and even confound those
 $‘were unsympathetic, they felt almost on a level with Him
nd, doubtless, frequently in their thoughts associated Him
with that family in Nazareth with whom He spent His boyhood.
~it follows, then, that there must have been a time at which
and a manner in which Jesus made His advent into the world.
Aﬁd 8ince there never has been any popular tendency to think
of Him as having Tirst appeared in 1ife as a full grown man,
&é'think of Him as having been born into this world as an

infant. The question which then confronts one is as to the

{3) Nicoll, pp.2-3,
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hﬁ_was it natural and normal, comparable
- members of the race, or 4id it include
 And if the lattsr, how and in what re-
advent of Jesus involve the supernatural? It
ary here tu do more than call attention to the
il during its history a great portion of the

has accepted very literaily ihe canonical birth narra-
a; has believed and taught that Jesus “was conceived by
oly Ghost” and "porn of the Virgin mafy." But even a
rficial examination of the Christological literature of
last half century reveals the fact that there is no una-
ity on this subject. Opinion is as diverse as huuwan na-
is varied.

1, Liberal interpyretationsa. A survey of this field

#ily staris from Xeia who ogened a new sra of investi-

n and interest here. He draws attention to the fact

» whlle 1ittle 1s éaid in the New Testament about the par-
1ts of jesus yet His bavidic descent --- which, in addition,
us claimed for Himself --- is8 emphasized and estaplished by
acing 1t through Joseph. At the same time one must aduit
-ﬁat Jesus must have come of a good fauily for no moral taint
nis‘ever charged against Him.{4) Undoubtediy the people of
His day actually beileved Him to be Joseph's son. Bub an or-
Qinary birth 4did not appear as sufficient to account for Jje-
us' unusual personailldy and so there was developed the Story
f a supernatural birth, an idea which did not have strong  ~

upport until the middie of the second century; for the wat-

K@im, II ] :53"38 »
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accounts must be post-aApostolic and post-
tter, if oniy for this reason, that pPaul and
the New Testauent have as yet no inkling of a
irth of Jesus,”(5) The Evangelists themselves

y thought of Jjesus as Joseph's son; from this con-
on there developed the idea of st being a product of

. Holy Spirit, the creative Energy of God, just as, in the
'“el, John the Baptist and, to raul, Isaac were the fruits
efinite promises God had made. From this the third step
he cevelopment of the virgin birth itseif,(6) But this
zin birth idea contradicts John's conception of the pre-
;xatence, for it (the virgin birth) involves a new being,
Just one in new form und clothes,.{7) Furthermore, the

& of the virgin birth is countrary to all resason for the
rmanent arrangeaent of the universe includes ordinances

.ch are sacred and divine; and which the virgin pirth would
isrupt,.{8) 4nd stiii further, this idea would deprive Jesus
éf~315 dower of manliness, and, on the other hand, could not
iecure that which 18 claimed for 1it, the desired result of
nlessness, for sin is inherited from the muther as well as .
‘om the father,(y) wuch that we have in the accounts of the
irth is just legend; and, bscause of its gradual developument
after Jesus had lived His 1ife, beliongs reaily more to the
history of the Church than that of Jesus, a3 for example the
omens which are represented t. us as having preceded the birth,
lﬁgenda in which there are contradictions and which are very

Comparapie with those which have nol been considered canoni-

Keim, 1I,45. {

6) 11,47 . {7) 11,52,
11,53, ( g) SR A ,




27.

‘ﬁgggnas ais80 are the atories which we have of events
yection with and foilowing the actusl birth, those which
ith the angels and shepherds, the kagi --- Who actually
wo years after the birth --- Simeon and Anna, the fiight
sgypt and the Siaughter of the Innocents, about which we
w apsolutely nothing in protane history.(11)

A1l that we actuaily know is that in a pious Israelilte
ome there was born a boy who was named Jesus and circumcised
?he eighth day.{12) *“Tne birth of Jesus in pethiehem is de-
id of ail adequate historical evidence’ and the story about
e census cannot be supported. The Evangeiists thought that
~3esus to fulfiil certain prughecies about the messiah had to
be born in Bethlehem and accordingly so wrote,{(15) .8 tu the
date of vJesus' birth Keim sets upon -0 B,C, with 4 B,C, as a
pare possipility. A4s to the day or month we can know apso-
;unely nothing,{14)

Warschauer’s.1nterpretation of the pirth stories way

be sw.marized somewhat aa follows: Jjesus was born into a
‘world paychologically tainted py the idea that aii famous men
were the children of gods anda women; hence it was a priori to
be expected that similar legends about the birtn of Jesus
would suring up. Je8us had to be of Davidic descent and born
in bethlehem tu be the mesgsiah and so the accounts have been
shaped accordingiy. 'The S.n of God" was a titia originaily

indlcative of adoption, but later made to mean sonship by

generation. In this connection one must note that according

to Codex Bezae and the Itala the voice at the baptism, using

(1G) Keim, II,69. (11) 11,77-90. (12} 11,96,
) 11,108, I11,124-128,




28,

the words of rsalm 2!7, gaid "Thou art my son, This day have
I begobten thee," Jesus certainly was the son of Joseph and
the expression "son of Joseph AS WAS SUrPOSED" in Lk.3:23 1s
an obvious afterthought. The Gospel narratives are weakened
by the fact that the genealogies are hopelessly irreconclla-
ble and so0 useless. Not only are there mistaxkes in them but
both give the genealogy of Joseph whereas if they had been
trjing to establish the virgin birth idea Jesus' genealogy
gshould have been traced through Mary. In fact --- and here

differing from Keim --- Jesus did not believe in His Davidic

descent, which fact is proven by kk.12:35-37,.(15)

yatthew and Luke are very evidentliy trying to‘make Je-
sus a resident of Nazareth and yet born in Bethlehem, and in
thls connection they not oniy cannot agree but contradict
each other as to Josepn's residence prior to the birth of Je-
sus. #atthew probably got hls idea about Herod wanting to
destroy Jesus from éimilar legends about Oedipus and Cyrus.
Luke contradicits iatthew's account of Joseph's taking Jesus
into Egypt and in so doing reveals a poor attempt to fulfiil
a misunderstood prophecy,{16)

The fact of the matter is that matthew and Luke both
really prove that Jjesus was Joseph's son; see Lk.2:27,33,41,
43,48; 4:22; §t.13:55 and also Jn.6:42; 1:45, The passageA
in ¥k.3:20-35 proves the same fact from the lips of sary, for
a mother would not think of her child who was concelved by
the Holy Spirit as oubt of His mind. 1k.2:34-5 and similar

vassages are- later lInterpolations for the original Lucan nar-

{(15) Warschauer, pp.14-16, (16) pp.16-1g,
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rative paints a perfectly normal infancy and boyhood for Je-
sus. These things are just the natural embellishments of the
birth of a most remarkable man. (17)
While impressing one as possibly the fairest among his

nation in dealing with the 1ife of Jesus, yet Xlausner 18 a
Jew not oniy by birth and rerigion but in his attitude and in-
terpretation. As one would’anticipate, his Jewish leaning
results in a naturalistic interpretation. His study of the
New Testament, Jewish and other literature of the time leads
him to the opinion that Jesus was oorn frowm two to four
years before the beginning of the Christian era. Like those
to whom reference already has been made Klausner believes
that Jesus was born in Nazareth and the state.ents of mattihew
and.Luke as to Bethlehem are due to their belief that as the
sessiah He had to be born there. Joseph was His father just
as surely &8 wmary was His mother. And oniy after Christians
conceived the idea that Jesus was the Sun of God did they
introvduce the conception of a virgin birth. This idea the
Jews of Jesus day cunfirmed to the extent that they did not
agree that He had a legitimate father, but in their legeﬁés
went to the extreme of making Him the product of an illicit
union. With this attitude of his race Klausner wilil not
agree; he 1s convinced that Jesus was the legitiumate son of
Joseph and Wary.(18)

Both Joseph and Jesus were carpenters and the latter

had at least four brothers. Ayuparently Joseph dled while Je-
sus was yet young. It 18 interesting to note that Jesus nev-

ev refers to a mother‘'s affection --- not even in the rarable

{17) Warschauer: up.23-26, {18) Klausner: pp.229-231,
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of the pProdigal Son --- while He has wuch to say about a
father's love; so,thinks Klausner, it must be that His recol-
lection of Joseph's affection was dearer to Him than that ofm
Mary who so constantiy misunderstood Him. Jesus would receive
the regular education of the ordinary Jewish boy, and these
years show their infiuence on Him in His later parables and
other teachings where profuse and pointed illustrations are
taken from nature.(19)

In general agreeuent with the opinions already ex-
pressed, Heitmuller (20) denies the trustworthiness of the in-
fancy narratives and would refute the ldea of the virgin birth.
Alexander H, Irvine goes so far as to make no mention at all
of the birth for in his opinion "the childhood of Jesus is
veiled in mystery. Nothing is known of His youth,"(21) So
too, not only d0gs Je Middlieton urry class the story as leg-
end, which he denles, making Jesus the son of Joseph, but for
vfeasons which are sufficient to himself he makes Jesus the
youngest son in the famlly. Neither was Jesus of the royal
line as He Himself knew as proven by His quotation of rsalm
110:1, which of course also shatters the legend of the birth
in Bethlehesm.

Much the same psotion is taken by G. A, Barton who
classes those sections of the narratives which deal with the
éngela‘ song, Simeon and Anna, the Magl, the Flight into
Egypt, and the Slaughter of the Innocents all as traditions

which, with perfect propriety, we may doubt. Barton would

(19) p 235, (20) “JESUS" by Von W, Heitmuller, D. and prof.
der Theologle In Marburg, J. C, B. wohr, Tubingen, 1913,
{21) Irvine: p 21,




31,

daté the birth of Jesus at 8 B.C, because he thinks that the
census, to which Luke refers, was taken then and because of
the conjunction --- discovered centuries later by Kepler ---
of Jupiter, Saturn, and kars in the years 7-6 B.C, which he
feels accounts for the “star” in the narrative of the visit
of %he magi. He readily grants that matthew and Luke teach-
that the Houly Spirit waé the father of Jesus, but, at the
gsame time, in rejecting the fact, claims that Hlis divine son-
ship is not dependent upon His birth froa a virgin.

A 8lightly different view 1s taken by G. H. Box (22)
who holds that our canonical infancy narratives are based
upon certain vewish-Christian poems. They are not mere leg-
ends; instead wmt.I-II and ILk.I-II are a poetic ideallizing of
actual facts. The factual eiewent inciudes all the laportant
details in the narratives, the Journey into Egypt and the
like. The census 18 aitlowed but Luke has confused Quirinius
with Saturninus. most ewphatically, and here opposed to
Warschauer (page 27 above) there is no pre-Christian Jjewish
belief in a virgin birth, a point of testimony which wiil be
of vaiue later in this study.

Like J. H., Chambers sacaulay (23) W. F. Gess (24) al-
lows the incarnation but at the same time takes a very unique
and, 1t would seeun, somewhat inconsistent pdsition. He speaks
of Jesus as the one only and eternally begotten Son of God,

very God, consubstantlial, co-eternal, and co-equal with God.

(22) "THE VIRGIN BIRTH OF JESUS" by G. H, Box, m.s., Lecturer
in Rabbinical Hebrew, King’s College, London; Hon. Canon of

St. Albans; The Young Churchman Co. wmllwaukee, 1916, pp.43-8.
(23) "THE REALITY OF JESUS" by J. H. Chambers macaulay, M.A.,
Geo. H, Doran Co., New York, 1923, (24) "THE SCRI-TURAL DOC-
TRINE OF THE PERSUN OF CHRIST" by W. F. Gess, Translated by
J. H. Reubeit,D.D,, Andover, W,F.Drager, 187,
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The incarnation requires that He was very man, born of a woman,
complétely human, growing through infancy and boyhood to full
‘manhéod; thus being truly God and man, Jesus is nevertheless
one rerson in two (humén and divine)} natures., But ordinary
orthodoxy, while not denying, virtually ignores the proper
humanity of Jesus, or at least underrates it. Orthodoxy has
no real incarnation; rather what auounts to the idea of the
Logos having united Himself in sume auysterious wanner with
the man Jesus, thus glving us a wan AND a God Who 1s certain-
1y not the Christ of the New Testament. Cowumon orthodoxy
does not know What to maxe of the P Adyos a-&fﬁ érg’yfg-ro;
hence Gess writes in the interest of the Y<€zco «r-g’%., or the
reaiilty of the Incarnation.

But granting the incarnation’'at all, sureiy he takes
entiresy tuo Low a view of the }{ngaﬂﬁ“gﬁu, a view which is
reatly the outgrowth of Gerwan pantheisu, according to which
the Absolute develops itseif in wan and nature which, in
turn, are reabsorbed inte the Absoiuts. as i1llustrative of
this positlion may be quoted three statewents. The author
speaxs of “the eternal influx of iite frou the Father into
the 1ife of Jesus as suspended during the earthly 1iife of
Jesus,"(25) ¥if while on earth Jesus had actually possessed
His divine 1ife as the Logos and had lacked 1t oniy as to
His human nature this prayer (Jn.17:5) would have been unin-
telligible.“(eé) The self-divesting act of the Lougos, suf-

fering His eternai cunsciouasness tu be suspended in order to

(25) Gess: p 338, (26) p 333.
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regain it many months afterward as a huwan, graduaily devel-
oping self—@onsclousness;at the same time laying aside His

omniscience and eternal holiness, etc., etc.“(27)

2, Conservative Interyretations. On the other hand
Mr. T, H. Yardley (28) feels that we lack the manuscript
evidence to justify the excision of tée nativity narratives
and that the fabricatlion of the itwo independent birth legends
(a8 some would maxe them) 1s highiy lmprobable. He 1is aiso
convineed that in neither do we have any theologicai or as-
cetic coioring. Just because the virgin birth involves the
miraculous is no warrant for 1its rejection, in direct opposi-
tion to the positioﬁ taken by Kelm, page 26 above. ‘“wmiracles
eeossare but temporary manifestations in the limited 1life of
man of the greater enfolding supernatural 1ife.....nhowever
unchangeable nature may'seem, man himseif is free.....I1f this
be true, how much truer must it be of God.....Detalled ac-
counts of miracies are so inextricably woven into the very
stuff of the Gospeis, that we cannot get them out without
rending the fabric of the message.“(ag) Neither can one ar-
gue from the wuch emphasized silence of raul (as Kelm above)
on this subject for his chief interest lies in the Godhead
as manifested by the Cross and Resurrection, being sllent as
to most of Jesus' 1life.

The same position as tu the Apostle raul is taken by
Bishop Cooke (3¢) who points out that not oniy raul but all

the Apostlies, as far as we have the record, dealt in their

(27) p 348, (28) “WAS CHRIST REALLY BORN OF A VIRGIN?®
by T. H. Yardley, i.A.,, milwaukee, morehouse rublishing Co.
(29) Chapter III. (3¢) "DID rAUL KNOW OF THE VIRGIN

BIRTH?" by Bishop Rlchard 4, Cooke, D,D., LL.D., macmillan,N.Y.
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preaching with the death and resurrection of Jesus, and not to
any appreciable extent with His 1ife. Furthermore, in the
case of raul since his ministry was to the Gentiles consider-
ations of 9rudence would greatiy restrain him. Referring to
the whole conception of a virgin birth Bishoy Cooke emphaslizes
how hard it was of comprehension when he speaks of wary “not
being able even to grasy the idea of soon beco.ing a motheri(31)

rassing to those still more decided in their acceptancel
of the virgin birth, one notes that F, reirce Ramsay (32) de-
ciares in no uncertain termé that the Scripture beyond any
doubt teaches the virgin birth. In the 01d Testa.ent, for ex-
ample, Isailah 7:14 sureliy means “a virgin of marriageabie age”
and Lk.1:35 will not allow that the incarnation might have
taken place without a virgin mother. (ne must not forget that,
according to Jn.5:18, it was Jesus' speaking of God as His
Yown Father” which aroused the Jewish hatred to fiame. To
Doctor Ramsay Galatlans 4:4 means elther one of two things:
gither that the man Christ is deciared to have God for His
father and a wowan for His mother, or eise the Eternal Son is
reuresented as equipped for His soteriological work by the
assunption of a« woman's fiesh and biood.

Abttention has been paid to those who fail tou see in
raul‘s writings ahy reference tu the virgin birth and who
would provide a reasonable ex,.lanation for this fact, favor-
able or unfavorabple to the idea of a awiraculous conce,gtion.

Dr. James orr (33) is sure that in raul there are inaications
(31) p 32, (32) "THE ViIRGIN BIRTH" by F. Peirce Ramsay,
Ph.D., Fleuing H, Revell, New York, 1uy26,

(33) “THE ViRGIN BIRTH OF CHRIST" by Jawmes Orr, s.A., D.D,,

rrof. of Apologetics and Systematic Theology in the United
Free . Church College of Gliasgow, Scotiand, Scribners, N.Y.1907.
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of a knowiedge of the virgin birth. His ductrine of the
Second Adam would ﬁaturaliy involve a miracle of some kind
in His birth and that_euch a mifaeie was actually accepted by
Paul seems evident from the geéuliarities of expression in
hie ailusions to “Christ‘s entrance into our humanity," "It
‘is first to be observed that, even were Eaﬁl‘s sllence as
great as 1s alléged, it would not justify the conclusion
which the objectors draw from it. It 1s to be rewmembered
that raul is not in the habit of alluding to, or recalling,
the incidents in Christ’s 1ife --- incidents which must have
been perfectiy familiar to him from the co.mon preaching.

His whole interest in the Epistles centers in the great
facte of Christ’‘s death and resurrection."(34) Turning to
John's alleged silence for a moment, one cannot deny that
Jéhn must have known about the accounts of watthew and Luke
before he wrote His Gospel, and his silence, therefore, a-
mounts to corrohboration, with which idea Keim, page 26 above,
is not in accord.

So too, Clarence’E. Macsrtrey (35) is convinced that
by the Gospel writers the historical evidence for the manner
of Jesus’' birth l1ls set forth and accepted as adequate. In
fact it must be aécepted to enable one to understand the New
Testament witness to Jesus’ person. W, Robertson Nicoll is
assured that Jesus was conceived by theFHoly Spirit, saying:
“Thle mlraculous conception must forw the beginning of any

true estimate of the life of Christ,"(36) It signifies that

(34) p 114, (35) “TWELVE GREAT QUESTIONS ABOUT CHRIST"
by Clarence Edward sacartney, D.D., Fleming H, Revell, New
York, 1923, (36) Nicoll: p 14,
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He was more than a man. To free the race from the heritage
of evil Jesus Himseif had to be free from evil and the virgiﬁ
birth made possible this sinlessness on His part (which Keim
denies, page 26 above), Again taking lssue with Keim, page
26 above, who took the position that the virgin birth exclud-
ed John's teaching of the pre-existence, Nicoll declares that
the miraculous conception deoes not include the idea that &t
the moment of conceptlion Jesus came into belng; in fact He
had existed from all eternity and this was merely<the mode of
His manifestation.({37) Nicoll also accepts as historical the
records dealing with the angels and the shepherds;(38) the
visit of the iagl from the East, men who were locking for a
deliverer, and who were favored with divine guldance, being
led by a star;(39) and also the visit to Egyut which is
another example of the guidance of God,(40)

Farrar accepts the whole account as recorded in the
Gospels and feels that most likely Jesus Was burn in 4 B,C,
but we cannot know anything definite as to either the month
or day. “In the politicsal dundltion of the Roman Empire, of
which Judea then formed a part, a singe whisper of the Emper-
or was sufficient to secure the executlon of his mandates in
the remotest corners of the civilized world. Great as are
the historical difficulties in which this census 1is involved,
there seew t0 be good 1ndeyendenﬁ4grounds for belleving that
it may have been originally ordered by Sentiue Saturninus,

that it was begun by rublius Sulpicius Quirinus, when he was

)} Nicoll: p 15,
) p 17.
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for the first time legate of Syria, and that it was completed
during his secund term of office. In deference to Jewish
prejudlces, any infringement of whiéh was the certain slgnal
for violent tunults and insvrréction, it was not carried out
in the ordinéry»ﬁoaan manner, st each person‘s . place of resi-
dence, but according to Jewish custom, at the town to which
their family originally belonged,” |

The Gospelis are alwéys truthful and bear on each page
that simplicity which is the stamp of horest narrative.
“There is no more decisive criterion of their absoiute cred-
;ibility as simple histories than the marked and violent con-
trast which they offer to ail the spurious gospels of the
early centurles, and all the imaginative legends which have
ciustered about them,” Speaking of kary's reticence to tell
that which she alone knew about these matters Farrar says:
“The very depth and sacredness of that reticence is the nat-
ural and probable explanation of the fact that some of the
detalls of the Saviour's infancy are fully recorded by St.
Luke alone,"(41)

In giving a reason for his acceptance and support of
the Gospel account of thexbirth, Gelkle feels sure that in an
emplre as large as the Roman a census could not possibly have
been taken simultaneousiy everywhere, it wmust necessarily
have been the work of years in successive provinces, which
will allow us a margin in harmonizing the date of the birth
of Jesus with that of the taking of the imperial census.(42)

Herod would want to keep peace with his Jewish subjects so

(41) Parrar: 1,1-16, (42) Geikie: 1,115,




38.

undoubtedly the census was taken in the Hebrew way, hence it
1s reasonable to think .f Jesus as having been born in Beth-
iehem. As nearly as we can éeterm;ne this census was taken
either in the close of 749 or the opening of 750 A.U.C.

There 1s no teiling how long Joseph and Kary may have been 1in
Bethlehem before the birth which took place somewhere between
‘December 749 and February 75C A.U.C.(43) Luke's narrative by
its very simplicity strikes oﬁe as the truth and Gelikie
therefore acceptis as historical the accounts dealing with the
shepherds and angels, mMagl end star, calling attention to the
facﬁ that while we usualily think in terms of three magi yet
we really do not know hoy may there were.{44)

David Smith not oniy accepts the’virgin birth but also
the previous reveiation of it to both wmary and Joseph. He
goes further, and points out that while out of the ordinary
yet & virgin birth is reaily no more uysterious than any
birtn; and agrees with Nicoll (page 36 above), and so disa-
greeing with Keim (page 20 above), in the position that the
virgin pbirth Wa8 necessary to purify the strea. of heredity,
tor to exfect 118 saivation the race wmust have a new Head, a
second Adam. He makes the point that in #t.1:20 the preposi-
tion ek 1ig the distinet preposition of motherhoed, therefore
1ndlcat1ng tnat Jesus was the creation, not mereliy generation,
of the Holy Spairit, the creative Energy of God, a fresh crea-
tion from the Divine Hand, and hence born sinless.

ur Gospels emphasize the statesent that mary “kept
these things and pondereé the.w in her heart” which would ex=

-

plain the fact that they are not more frequentiy referred to

(43}»Geikie: I,116-121, (44} 1,123-124,137-155,
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in the New Testament. ‘ﬁactor Smith feeis that it may pbe en-
tiredy possible that Eaul;’fur example, did not learn of the
virgin birth until arter the fall of Jerusaiem in the year
7¢ A.D. He would explain the difference in the Eatthaean
and Lucan accounits by saying that Luke writes that which he
had learned, directiy or 1ndirectly, Irom wary while watthew
:writes rro; the point of view of Juseph. Like Orr {page 35
above) and opposed to Keim (page 26 above) Smitn argues that
in view of John's writing later than katthew and Luke and his
evicent purpose not to rehearse materiai aiready presented
Dui rather to_sugplement the eariier Gospels, oniy menﬁicning
what they do to eiucidate or correct; his faiiure to deal in
detail witu the virgin birth must be construed as taclt ap-
provali of tne accounts of watthew and Luke. What impressed
the writer as a very strong point is made wnen attention is
cailed to tne fact that Irenaeus, two centuries eariier than
our eariiest manuscript now extant, makes Jnel1:12-15 read
"them that beiileve in the name of Him Who was begotten not of
bloods {mingied blood of human parents} nor of the wilil of
the fiesh, nor of the wiil of « man (husband)} put of God¥(45)
in dealing with this supject Rhees cails attention to
the fact tnat there was wuch written apout the early years of
Jesus Which shows an apsolute misunderstanding of Him, as il-
iustrated by the Gosgel of Thomas, rseudo-gatthew, and the
like. How fureign this ail is tou the two chapters each of
xabtthew and Luke deailing with uvhe birth! “The Aposties found

no diftriculty in recognizing the divinity and sinlessness of

(45) David SBaith: "UUR LURD'S wARTHLY LIFE” pp.10-16,




their Lord without inquiring how He came into the world or

how He spent His early years, it was what He showed Himselfl
to be, not how He came to be, tnat formed their conception
of Him," and hence the early chapters of iJatthew and Luke
cannot be ciassed with later legends. “Notwitnstanding the
-attempts of Keim (page 27 above) to associate the narratives
~of the infancy in tne canonicali and agocryphal gospels, a
great gulf separates them; oun tné one side there is a rever-
ence and beautiful reserve, on the other inde.icate, uni.ve-
1y and trivial audacity.?(46)
| These two canonicali accounts agree as to Bethiehem as
the wplace oI birth, mary being the mother and Joseph the
fuster rather, and Nazareth the iater residence., Aside from
this tnere are many dirferences. Soue Biblie students have
been disturped by the silence oun the part of other New Tes-
tawent writers but one must re.ember that to the Jew any
Tamiilar reference tu Jesus wouid be a chalilenge to the
honor of His hume. "ioreover, as the knowledge of these won-
ders did not keep wary from misunderstanding her son (Lk.2:1g,
51) the pubilcation of them could hardly have greatly helpe&
rthe bellef of others," Indeed the fact that iary was so per-
plexed by Jesus looks as though until late in life she "kept
these things and pondered them in her heart,”
The teaching of the miraculous birth must not be con-
strued as an attempt to exalt the virginity of sary as in the
apocryphal gospels for this is entirely foreign to Jewlsh

sentiment and teaching, and furthermore the evidence of the

(46) Rhees: p 58,




New Testament is that kary had other children born after
Jésus. The big contribution of the Gospel narratives lis
that they show that Jesus began His earthly 1life in the ab-
solute helplessness of infancy and grew through boyhood to
manhood in such a normal way that His neighbors, dull in
the thirgs of the spirit, could hat eredit His exalted

claims. I1k.2:40 and 52 show that Jésus had a normal boyhood

as the later accoﬁnts show that His whole life was free from

sin (Heb.4:15),

To refer to but two more writers on the birth of Jje-
sus, Sénday admits with Keim (page 25 above) that Jesus
passed for the son of Joseph and mary, two peasants of Naza-
reth. He was referred to as such by the inhabitants of Ca-
pernaum (Jn.6:4, cf. 8:45) and Nazareth (ik.6:3,it.13:55,
Lke4:23) and during His boyhood Jjesus is so described by
both His mother and the Evangeiists (Lk.2;27,33,41,43,48).

In Sanday‘s opinlon both genealogles are traced tﬁrough JOo-
seph {80 Warschauer, page 28 above). "Yet on the other hand,
the same two Gospels, though differing widely in the detalls
of the narrative, assert unequivocably that Joseph had no
share in the parentage of Jesus, and that the place of a
human father was taken by the direct action of the Spirit of
God." Differences show that the two accounts are independent
of each other, yet both converge at this point; that Christ
was virgln born and the fact supernaturally announced before-
hand, in one case to Joseph, in the other to mary. "And when
we turn to St. John we cannot but remember than the Gospel

which records so frankly the Jews' questlion 'ls not this Je-
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sus, the son of Joseph, whose father and mother we know?' if
1t-nowhere refers directly to the virgin birth, yet goes
further than any other Gospel in asserting the pre-existence
of the Son as God with God."(47)

The sources from which this knowledge of the virgin
birth was derived were undoubtediy private. We know more
about that of Luke and “can rely~ﬁpon it as a historicai
authority with greater confidence. We shall see that it is
ultimately traceable to the Vifgin herself, in all probabll-

ity through the little circle of women who were for some

time in her company." BSir William i, Ramsay is of the same

opinion: “Luke gives, from knowledge gained within the fam-
ily, an account of facts known only to the family, and in
part to the sother alone,"(48) uary very naturaily would

be slow, and then only in the confidence of intimate dis-
course, to teil these facts. And too, thinks Sanday, as
opposed to Keim, page 26 above, we know that it, (the virgin
birth) was acceyted in the headquarters of Christianity by
the middle of the century. Earlier than that it probably
was not generally known for 1t was né'part of the teaching

of Jesus Himself, and the Gospels show their innate truthful-
ness in refiecting the general attitude of the public that
Jesus was the son of Joseph. rossibly even some of the Apos-
tles themselves were long ignorant of the fact of ihe miracu-
lous birth. And when the information did come it probably
was through wowen confidants of mary, if not frowm zary her-

self, for to quote Ramsay again: “If we are right in this

(47) Sanday: pp.191-193, (48) Ramsay: "WAS CHRIST BORN
IN BETHLEHEM?®" p 79.
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view as to Luke's authority, and as to the way in which that
authority reached him, viz. by oral communlcation, 1t appears
that either the Virgin was still living when Luke was in ral-
estine during the years 57 and 58.....or Luke had conversed
with someone very intimate with her, who knew her heart and
could give him what was almost as good as first hand informa-
tion. Beyond that we cannot safely go; but yet one may ven-
ture to state the impression --- though it may be generally
considered fanciful --- that tﬁe intermediary, 1if one existed,
is more likely to have been a woman than a man. There is a
womanly spirlit in the whole narrative, which seems inconsist-
ent with the transmiééion from man to man, and which, more-
over, 1s an indication of Luke's character; he had a marked
sympathy with women,"(49)

Sanday thinks that Luke probably received his knowl-
edge through “one of the women menticned in Tk.8:3 and 24:10;
and as Joanna is the least known of the group, and therefore
the most likely to drop out for any one not personally ac-
quainted with her, perhaps we may say, by preference, through
her," Jn.15:25 shows that the Virgin was thrown into contact
with this group in which a sympathetic ear may have been
found.(50) On the other hand, in matthew “the curious gravi-
tation of statement toward Joseph has a reason, but beyond
this there ié not much that we can say." We do not know the
exact source of gatthew's narrative.

Turning his attention to the state.ent of Luke that

Jesus was born in Bethlehem on the occasion of the census or

(49) Op. cit. p &b, (50) Sanday: pp. 193-197,
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enrolment of Quirinius and before the death of Herod and that
because of their Davidic lineage Joseph and Mary had gone to
Bethlehem, Sanday recognizes and answers the criticisms which
are hurled against this part of the narrative. In the main
they are: (a) We have no other evidence that Augustus ever
ordered a general census. (b) Even if he did it is coubtful
whether it Woﬁld pe carried out in a kingdom which possessed
the degree of independence which Judea did. (c¢) If conducted
in the Roman manner it would not have been necessary for Jo-
seph to go to Bethlehem. (d) it is doubtful whether Quirini-
us was governor as eariy as the death of Herod. (e) We know
of a census which %pirinius conducted in Judea in the year 6
A.,D, 80 1% appears that Luke is confused irn his chronology.
In answer Sanday reminds his reader that Luke speaks of the
"PIRST" enroliment under Quirinius so he way also have had in
mind that of ¢ A,D. and yet not be confusing one with another.
Following Ramsay, Sanday believes: {(a) 1t is very probable
that Augustus made periodic enrolments. We know that in Egypt
these came every fourteen years. (b) It also seews likely
that this would be a general policy, not ‘confined to Egyptb
but applied to the whole empire, inciuding Syria. (c¢) Though
Herod in Judea enjoyed a great measure of independence, yet
he was uhder the authority of Augustus and his position was
8c uncertain and threatened that he would likely make such an
enroluent to please Augusitus. (d)kThough he would do this,
he would temper the mechanics of i1 to Jewigh tastes as much
as possaible, such as numbering the people by thelr tribes and

families; this in contrast with the later census of & A,D,




45,

taken the Roman way which caused armed resistance. (e} Qui-
rinius may have held a temporary and extraordinary co-command

in Syria while another was the regulariy appointed governor,{51)

B. UNSOLVED rROBLEHS.

If the review of the modern lives of Christ whlch has
here been made is at all a representative one it means that.
there is a prevalling tendency among modern writers --- and
one presumes they but reflect the attitude of the stiil lar-
ger body of modern thinkers --- on the life of Jesus to rule
out, in what appears t§ the writer an a2 priori and subject-
ive way, all that inciudes the supernatural, and, consequeni-

1y, Lo retain only the pureiy natural. If this tendency is

in the ascendent then the gréat value of any such comparative

study as has been here attempited lies in determining what
probless this naturalisitic interpretation of the birth of Je-~
sus of Nazareth raises and leaves unsolved, espseclaily those
for which the Evangeilsts found solutions in thelr records of
the birth. BSome of them may be indicated.

1, The Idea of the Virgin Birth.

a. THE ORIGIN OF THE IDEA, We have before us the
fact that a great body of people in the last ninetéen cen-
turies have belleved in the ldea that Jjesus was miraculously
born of a virgin. Never before in the history of the world,
80 far as wWe Kndw, wags this beileved or said ahout any human
being. 1t is true that men once believed in beings who were
the product of Llustful sexual reiations between male gods

and women but nothing similar or comparable to the virgin

{51) Sanday: pp. 202-209,
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birth idea has ever been held. The early Christians, whether
of Jewish or Gehtile sxtraction, would not naturally choose
to give pictorial form to their belief in the deity of Jesus
by the siory of the virgin birth. The heathen myths dealing
with the sons'of the gods must have been in all thelr asso-
ciations revolting to Christian feeling, and, whlle the Jew
belleved that the divine influence had participated in the
birth of men llke Isaac, Samson, and Samuel, the whole ten-
dency of later Judaism was hostile to any such idea as the
actual incarnation. Further, "there is no evidence to show
that among theiﬂebrews of Jesus' time any general expectation
existed that the iessiah was to be virgin born." The great
prophetic text dealing with the virgin birth is Isalah 7:14.
"There is no evidence outside watthew's Gospel that the pass-
age from Isalah had created such an impression. The inter-
pretation must have been as original as the doctrine. The
mere shock of surprise involved in a theory so alien to or-
dinary Hebrew thought as the virgin birth must have been a
dash upon the white heat of enthusiasm hard to resist. It
1s very difficult to understand how any group of Jewish
Christians could have been prevailed upoh by the influence

of a single text to formulate s0 novel, and, according to'
thelir ways of thinking, so forbidding, a doctrine as the
virgin birth.....It 1s impossible, in the light of the facts
falrly interpreted, to maintain that any one of thnem (the
prophecies as to the bifth of Jesus andAreferred to by the
Gospel narrators) created the incident with which it is con-

nected.....The correspondence between the life of Jesus and
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thé Qid Testament was an afterthought, a pértyof'his (the
Evéngelist‘s) interp:eiatiun; but;the priﬁary fact, the:orig-
inal dynamic of his discipleship, was simply:Jééus Himself.
He did not coue to Jesus through the prophecies; he came to
the prophecies through.Jesgs."(52) If the New Testament nab—
ratives are not to be credited one must show what 1ldeas
cherished 1n the Apostolic Church could have led to their in-
vention. raul and John have little if anything to say about
a miraculous birth and yet very definitely teach the deity

of Jesus which would seem to indicate that the birih narra-
tives are no necessary outgrowth of one's belief in the deity
of Jesus. In fact "it is easier to accept the evidence of-
fered for the miracle than to account for the origin of the
stories as legends. The idea of a miraculous.birth is very
foreign to modern thought; 1t becomes credible only as the
transcendent nature of Jesﬁs_is recognized on other grounds.
It may not be sald that the 1ncarn&tion required a miraculous
conception yet it may be acknowledged that a miraculous con-
"ception 18 a most suitable method for a divine incarnation,”
(53) 1If such a birith was a fact that will account for the
origin of the ldea, but 1f not where did the idea have its
origin? EX nihilo nihil fit. The n§turalistic interpreter

has yet to satliasfactorily answer this question.

b. THE EARLY ACCEFTANCE OF THE IDEA, While some dif-
ference of opinion exists as to just when this 1idea of the
virgin birth of Jesus was accepted and.taught by the Church
yet 1t undoubtedly goes back to within a‘generation of the

(52) "THE BIRTH AND INFANCY OF JESUS CHRIST" by Louls Matthews
Sweet, S,T.D., rh.D,, Westminster Pregs, rhila. 1yub. pp.30-34
{53) Rhees: op. cit. pp. 60-61,
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7death,of Jesus, to a time when most likely there were some
sti111l living who had known Him in the flesh and therefore
could contradict ény mistaken ideas, if not to within a
quarter centurj of His crucifixion. If this is true, the
burden of proof would seew to rest upon the naturalist and
require Him to sexplain how such a falsé.idea could have
galned general acceptance so close to the time when it is
supposed to have taken place, and when there would still be
living those who eould<from peréonal knowledge refute the
false impression. One can easily understand how the imagina-
tion and legend can add to the halo of a heroic figure after
the passing of a century or two, providing time for gradual
accretions The time limit will not allow this explanation

in the birth of Jesus, where as yet the problem 1s unsolved.

¢c. THE WiDE SFREAD ACCEFTANCE OF THE IDEA. Further-
more, there is not only the fact of the early acceptance of
the idea of the virgin birth of Jesus but also its very wide
and almost universal acceptance among those who have been
His followers. We believe that it can be established that
the more.active, missionary, propagating --- and thereforé
more vital --- element in the Church.all during 1ts history
has both believed and taught that Jesus was miraculously
born. This 18 not a matter of a few years but now of alnmost
a score of centuries during which Christianity has enjoyed
phenomenal growth in both numbers and geographical area em-
braced. One is loath to belleve that this greai.superstruc~
ture has been erected upon a false conception. If it has

been there ls yet to be offered a satisfactory explanation

of this unique phenomenon.
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2. Jesus Himself.

a. HIS UNIQQE,PERébﬂﬁLITY, Attention has been direct-
ed eérlier to Keim'skeXplanation of the origin and acceptance
of the 1dea of the virgin birth, that men saw 1n Jesus such a
-unique personaiity that they did not feel that an ordinary
birth would explaln His origin, and, so to rise above the nat-
ural, invented the idea of the conception by the Holy Spirit.
One 1s delighted to find 1In one 8o severely hostile to the
supernatural as Keim thls tribute to the unigue personality
of Jesus; and while not admitting the suggestion that the
virgin birth was an invention out of the whole cloth to ex-
plain the personality of Jesus, yet denying the virgin birth
one is compelled to ask how Jesus, on the basis of a normal
origin, is to be explained. "Now the same persons who have
given us this incomparable delineation of the unique Ghr;st
have also given us the story of a l1life, the achieveuents and
incidents of which harmonize perfectly with the character
which they have portrayed. The 1life thus narrated 1s conso-
nant in every particular with the recognized uniqueness of
His character, work, and influence. They describe one who
is shown to be by His experiences and His deeds such a One
as is also indicated by the place He occupies and the influ-
ence He wields.....Into the structu;al framework of the life
of Jesus the virgin birth perfectly fits. If it is an inven-

tion, it is a marvelously felicitous one,"(54)

&

b. HIS SINLESSNESS., Practically unanimous 1is the
opinion that Jesus 1llved a life free from sin, which, if a

fact must have some adequate explanation. While there are

{54) Sweet: op. cit. pp.247-248,
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éome, like«Keim, who feel that as long as Jesus had any blood
- eonnection with thé_race the virgin birth idea will not ex-
plain Hiskfreeiom_frqm hereditary sin, yet there are others
who feel that the birth from a virgin was necessary for this
very reason; thai His appearance.upon the earth --- the In-
carnation --- was in its very nature exceptional and had to
be so0, for while He was to live and love among men and was to
be made like unto them, there had to be the exception that,
unlike them, He was to be without sin. Sinless nature is es-
sentlally'outside the continuity of the species and "the el-
ement of unlikeness --- to the race --- must come from that

to which it has itself affinity." If this new stream, this
infusion, did not enter the person of Jesus at His birth

when and where did it? One must not conclude that the mirac-
ulous birth idea is one drawn as a conclusion from the accept-
ance of the sinlessness of Jesus if we are to acéept the tes-
timony of Paul and John who very definitely teach the latter
and make 1little, if any, reference to the former. Waile it is
true that to some the vifgin birth does not account for Jesus'
abpllity to be and remain sinless yet for a large group it
does; and it would seem incumbent upon the man who denies this
unuéual birth to reveal the secret of the Integrity of our

-

Lord‘s character.

c. HIS SAVIQURHOOD, Again, we believe it should be re-
membered when one denies the virgin birth that unless some-
where later in Jesus' life the supernatural is introduced and

substituted --- and is this any easler of acceptance for the

naturalist than the miraculous conception --- this l1life is a

2

1
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purely na@ural/one‘andeesus is a mere man. This, in turn,
limits man’s aalvation'tovthat obtainable through culture

and davel&pment‘alone, for the historic Jesus has been robbed
of His unique elligibility to become man's Saviour and federal
representative. Does thié rot involve the repudisation of sin
in the historic use of the term as well as any hope of a‘?i~
carious atonement? In addition, there is the logical necessi-
ty of denying the resurrection, the secontd advent and the
present priestly work of Jesus, as taught by the Church. It
would seem then that the man who rejects the virgln birith of
Jesus 1s placed in the dilemma of elther limiting himsell to
whatever salvation for hls soul he, by his own efforts, may
achieve, or making possible and vivid by some other plan and

in some other way the saviourhood of Jesus.

3. The Integrlity of the New Testament Scripture.

Already it has been indlcated that there can be no
doubt but that the Hew Testament, as we now have it, includes
very definite statements as to the virgin birth of Jesus. It
has been possible for a greal many men all during the history
of the Church to accept without any mental reservation or
equivocation the integrity and historloeity of ‘the Hew Testa-
ment narratives. It would therefore seem pertinenit to sug-
gest that before the idea of the virgin birth is definitely
rejected that it should be realized that that rejection in-
volves the destructlion of any whole hearted confidence in the
Apostolic writings. HNot only would it be impossible to un-
derstand the witness of the New Testament to the person of

Jesus without the miraculous conception --- for otherwise
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how is He to bse expléinedk~—— btut the attitude of the Christ-
ian toward his Bible becomes wholly a suﬁjective one, of ac-
ceptance or rejection, 1in which there is bound to be as much
variation as there is divergence in human nature. If ons
cannot accept the testimony of the New Testament writers to
the birth of Jesus how shall we establish & universally, or
even wldely, accepted norm by which we shall know what part
of their writings to accept and what to reject; to determine
that to which the faith of a sin-sick soul may cling for
guldance and light?
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IV, THE RESURRECTION OF JESUS.

A

i, Various Interpretations. When one attempts a re-

view and criticism of those sectlons dealing with the res-
urrection in‘modern lives of Christ it is found to be in a
sense a much more limited task and for that very reason &
more difficult one. A study of the discussion of the vir-
gin birth reveals that modern biographers of Jesus have de-
parted far from the original statements and understanding
of the Gospel narratives and really give one a revamped‘
Christianity. In this drifting away from the ancient moor-
ings the outstanding characteristic is the repudiation of
the supernatural. rostulating this, as many authors do,
one Tinds in quite a number of the lives of Christ elther
no reference at all made to the resurrection or it is, with
a sentence or two, arbitrarily ruled out ag impossible be-
cause invoiving the supernatural. Prurged thus. of miracle
and mystery the life of Jésua ends with His unfortunste
death, His body lies mouldering in ralestinian soll, and
for His immedlate Apostles, as for us of nineteen centuries
later, His only resurrection was in the fulfilliment, in a

very spiritual way, of His words "Lo, I am with you alway."

—— -

1, Liberal Interpretations. There are those, however,
who, alﬁhough they relegate the éOSpel narratives to the |
realm of unhistorical tradition, yet give detailed study to
the belief in the resurrection of Jesus. Deserving of first
place, from the standpoint of both the keenness of his study
and the uniqueness of his interpretation, is Keim who is

convinced that Jeseph of Ramatalm showed his love for Jesus

by going to rilate and securing permission --- probably
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through é bribe --- t0 bury the body. wmark and Luke say
nothing at all definite about the place where Jesus was bur-
led. Even Matthew and John cannot agree for the former
makes it in Joseyh‘é sepulchre while the latter speaks of a
garden. host likely Watthew is right. In these accounts
Nicodemus is entiraiy a ficticious figure. The body of Je-
sus was wrapped in linen but not embalmed; and it is entire-
ly improbable that Pilate sealed the sepulchre; in fact
there is much in the story which we must give up.(55)

A resurrection appears superfluous to Jesus, and
yet the question as to it 1s as enigmatical as it is momen-
tous. "“The resurrection of Jesus is one of the best attest-
ed incldents in the New Testament; the detalils, however,
swarm wlth contradiction and myth, and are the worst attest-
ed of any --- the stories of Jesus' childhood not excepteé
~-- in all the sources," In fact ten specific contradictions
are to be found in the New Testament accounts,.{(56) uatthew,
especially if we can eliminate the later editing, is our
best Gospel authority. raul, in his Eplstles, is a mucﬁ
saner authority than the Gospels. In Pirst Corinthians,
written before Easter 58 and referring back to the year 39,
he very definitely affirms the resurrection as he had earl-
ier in Galatians, A.D. 54, and later 4id in ERomans, A,D. 59.
He does not, however, emphasize the empty grave but the
post—mortem appearances and, accofding ﬁo him, these took
place in Gallilee and not in Jerusalem. The whole narrative

of the journey into Galilee at the bldding of the angel is

(55) Keim: VI,260-274. (56) vI,277.
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an untenable myth. Tﬁe best attested appearances probably
all 400k place the same day. Special attention must be paid
to the fact that in all his statements raul excludes any
represeniaﬁiom of a restoring of the previous corporeitiy of
Jesus, no sitting, walking, apeaking, eating, handling, and
the like. It is the later Gospel narrations which try to
clothe these appearances with flesh and blood; and so run
into contradiction and myth. Naturally then, they cannot be
trusted as to details about elther the death or resurrection.
We have no proof as to the empty grave for the disciples
were in Galilee and, thinking they saw Jesus, would not
bother to go to Jerusalem to see whether the grave was empty
or not. The ldea of Jesus' resurrection on the "“third day”
is based more on dogmatic than historical grounds. One can-
not read Keim's discusslon of the subject without feeling
that the accounts in the Gospels are at times rather scorn-
fully treated, and arbitfarily cast aside, as for instance:
"Wonderful to relate, cn the shore burns & fire of coals,
there 1s a fish upon 1it, and bread, &s if Jesus had prepared
Himgelf a breakfast. It would have been very natural to
cook some of the freshly caught fish, and to nourish them-
selves with the fruit of their own labor which had been
blessed by the Lord. But since it would not be fitting to
roast the conierts (whom Keim makes the one hundred and
Tifty three fish represent), and Eecause a little miracle of
feeding 1is appropriate to the Risen Lord, the one hundred
and fifty three fishes are only looked at, and the one 1lit-
tle fish is eaten by and 1is sufficient for ithe seven,” This

SS
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is "an unhistoricél myth, " Thevonly Pact we really have 1is
that the disciples looked upon their Lord again after His
death,’or were thoroughly convinced that they did so.{57)
Keim gives much detall to the explanation of the res-
urrection faith; pointing out that it has been explained on
- the basis of the theft of the éorpse, as by Reimarus who
held that the disciples stole the body, hid 1t, and then
after L£ifty days, when decomposition was compiete, made pub-
lic announcement of the resurrection. Keim feels that, al-
though this thaofy is false, it has been given wider accept-
ance by the fact that the New Testament condemns it. Then,
there 1is the theory that the death was only apparent, it be-
Ing held that Jesus swooned on the cross, appearing dead,
and then revived in the grave; ahd in support bf 1; there is
the fact that the only certain evidence of death 1s putre-
faction which 18 not present here. Another suggestion has
been that the belief was due to an illusion on’ the part of
the disciples, that they were deluded by a phantasm, vision,
or reflection. As for example, Spinoza who declared that
the dlsciples fro. the statement “He must live"” came to the
faith "He lives, and He has appeared."” 1In one form or
another the “vision” theory has been held by Renan, Strauss,
and others; a theory which is supported by the fact that Je-
sus always appears suddenly, without speech, momentarily,
intermittently, and always to believera, never to unbeliev-
ers and heathen. But, thinks Keim, the objectlion that the
Risen One had only manifested Himself to friends, not before

enemies, 18 as old as Celsus. It ignores the fact that,

{(57) Keim: VI,323.
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throughout; the revelation of Jesus does not supercede, but
imply faithg th&i there is no such thing in Christianity as
forcing‘conviction, instead of eliciting faith; and that

the purpose of the manifestations of the riseﬁ Christ was

to confirm, comfort, and to teach His disciples. As for

His enemies thé Lord had expressly declared that they would
not see Him again until the Judguent. To all of the above
theories, after subjecting them to a searching examination
and with some irony showing thelr absurdity, Keim offers

the criticism that it is entirely incompatible with the
certainty of convictioh on the part of the disciples and the
later sction of the Church, the cutcome of the belief in the
resurrection, to suppose that so fundamental a belief as
that of the resurrection could have had its origin in any
delusion much less consclous deception. Also why is it that
after the various members of the band of Jesus' followers
had had these visions, the results of their reflectlons,
elght or nine of them in the course of six weeks, that they
8o suddenly stop and permanently cease? Would not the nat-
ural thing be for them to enlarge the circumference of their
circle, if they were just the imaginatlons of excited enthu-~
slasts? The fact of the matter 1is, according to Keim, that
raul describes these visioﬁs of Jesus in the same terms as
he does his later visions of the third heaven, etc. The
same Statement also applies to the visions, in the Book of
the Acts, of reter, Cornellus, Phiiip, and Stephen.

It is hard to conceive of a corporeal resurrection.

“In the first place we cannot understand what this supplement
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to the terrestrial‘intercourse of Jesus with His disciples 15
really intended to signify." Jesus had never stimulated His
disciples with the hope of a resurrection on His part, on the
other hand He spoke of His reunion with them at the time of
His return in the distant future. "Christians must renocunce
the terrestriél resurrection of the body if the continued
life and development of the disembodied spirits are not to
suffer an endless suspension,” We cannot make Jesus an ex-
ception to the general rule. Where, would one say, was His
spirit while His body was 1n the grave?

Opponents of these vision theories c¢lalm that it would
be impossible for ihe%diaciples to fabricate any such idea
without there being an actual fact on which to base thelr be-
lief. Contrary to this, Keim claims that it would be entire-
1y possible Tor a man like reter, who was 80 bound up in Je-
gus, thinklng about Him all the time, Lo come to thinik that
he had seen Him allive again, and so pass the idea on from
one to another. This makes Christlanity rest, however, on
self-deception and also, to a certalin extent, its claim to
the supernatural sharactgr of its origin, but this latter is
balanced by an increase of conviction as to the genulnely
numan character of the whole 1ife of our Lord. One must re-
member that to do away with the resurrection does not de-

stroy the guarantee of higher sternal 1life for mankind, for

nlg rests nol upon the resurrection of Jesus --- as raul
himself taught --- but upon Jesus' teachings and personal
conviction.

Having shown ithat other explanations are impossible
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Keim virtually admits that he cannot offer any adequate eX-
planation of the “mysterious exit" of the 1ife of Jesus. He
states that all that we actually and historically know is
that thezApostles believed in the resurrection of Jesus and
in that belief Christianized the world. Bclence cannot
solve the riddle of the resurrection but Christian faith

can believe that Jesus' soul went to God, whether He rose

or not, and that He gave to bellevers visions of Himsgelf;
with ﬁhich statement Spinoza, Weisse, Seydel, and Fichte
agree. Probably these visions of the risen Christ were
granted &irectl§ by God Himself and by the glorified Christ.
"Nay even the bodily appearance itself may be conceded to
those who without it fear 1o lose all.” These visions were
both possible and necessary. Jesus' "“work was finished, and
yet nut finished, He had nothing to add, nothing to complete,
nothing to ilmprove; therefore He only showed Himself, showed
that He lived, and disappeared again withoutl giving any
fresn teaching, any addition to His teaching or to His com-
missions) (the commission ss to baptism and preaching Keim
places before the crucifixion). Thesge visgions were neces-
gary to overcome the stumbling block and offense of the
crogs. It is not llkely, for instance, that raul ever woulﬁ‘
have been won and Christianity so greatly benefitted by his
ministry 1f he had had no vision. “The evidence that Jesus
wag allive, the telegram {rom heaven, was necessary alter an
earthly downfall which was unexampled and which 1in the child-

hood of the human race would be convincing; the evidence that.

He was allve was therefore given by His own impulsion and by
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the will of God." To this evidence Christianity owes both
its Lord and its existence.(58) One cannot leave Keim
without the feeling that after all there is not such a
broad leap from his position --- for his Heavenly vision,
nis “telegram! involves the immediate act of God in the
natural world, and hence somewhat of the miraculous --- 10
the teaching of the disciples and the later Church. One
feels further that he, one of the greatest of negative crit-
ics, has, by the admission of his inability to explain the
resurrectlion in a naturai manner, given rather strong con-
firmation to one of the fundamental articles of the Christ-
lan faith.

In a number of respects Warschauer agrees with and
follows Keim, as for instance when he holds that the disci-
ples did not remain in Jerusalem after the death of Jésus
but immediately went up to Galilee where the first appear-
ances must have taken place, and not in Jerusalem as Luke
and Jonn say, page 54 above.{59) This is also true when
he says that the whole post death accounts of the Evangel-
ists are examples of bewildering confusion, disjointed, and
mutually contradictory (page 54 above)., The disciples were
too nervous during these days to be accurate and much tradi-
tion crept in before the Gospels were written a generation la-
ter.{6¢) Joseph did not bury the body of Jesus because he was
a friend of the Lord but as a representative of the Sanhedrin
which had brought about the executlion, and the body was not
anbinted, 80 Keim, page 54 above.(6%) The story that the

{59) Warschauer: p 341,
(6 ) p 343,

Ke m. VI 275-365,
P

i
342
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Jewlsh leaders had a guard appointed to watch the burial
place is pﬁrely apocryphal for they were not anticipatiﬁg
any resurrection {so Keim, again, page 54 above).{62) The
account of the rolling away of the stone is utterly incred-
ible, another example of the irreconcilable contradictions |
in the narrations.{63) The Emmaus, two Upper Room, and
Lakeside appearances “are palpably secondary traditions
which are found in later Gospels, placed there Lo convince
later disciples who doubted these appearances; this explains
why the later accounts are stronger,{64) |

Like Keim again {page 57 above), Warschauer will not
agree that the disciples stole the body, a beliel which
stigmatizes these devoted followers; neither will he grant
the resuscitation theory which lacks all historical Bup@oét
and makes Jesus Himself a party to the imposiure,(65) It is
hard to believe that the whole account 18 unhistorical and
almost as difficult to assume that Joseph of Arimathea moved
the body unknown to the discliples. Following Kirsopp Lake,
Warschauer 1s convinced that the interment was made at dusk
and that the women who followed were highly wrought up emo-
tionally. ‘W“hen they came back again Sunday morning they
mistakenly went to the wrong tomb. There meit them a young
man who, knowing their errand, said to them: "You are look-
ing for Jesus of Nazareth. He is not here; you are looking
in the wrong place; {indicating the correct place) behold
where they laid Him." They misunderstood, ran away, and

Jumped to the conclusion that Jesus had risen. The ending

(62) Warschauer: p 344, (63) pp. 346-347.
(64) D 348. (65) pp. 353-354.
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of mark at 16:8 is incomplete, later additionsn(by someone
else) were made of other appearances. In contrast John is
over-complete. Unguestionably Jesus predicted His resur-.
rection which His disciples did not understand. He did not
vredlct exactly three days and did not look forward to a few
appearances to a few disciples but to a manifestation in the
glory of the Father with the holy angels which was to linaugu-
rate the Kingdom of God (so Keim),

The fact of the matter 1s that scared and discouraged
the disciples went back to Galllee. There in memory and re-
morse Jesus was always 1in their thoughts and conversation, a
“Besetting rresence.” They fell that this rresence project-
ed Itself outwardly and thought they saw visions. Becoming
convinced that Jesus was not dead but risen, their lives
were flooded with vitaiity and new falth. Then they heard
the story from the women which strengthened their own belisef,
We do not know, and never can tell, whether these visions
were objectlvse or subjective. Warschauer does not doubt the
possibility of objectivé self-manifestation by a discarnate
spirit, but on the other hand a subjective vislion may be di-
rectly caused by Divine Inspiration {(and yet he would rule
out the miraculous), The great resurrection fact is "Lo, I
au with you alway” --- the ILamanuel, for Jesus does trans-
cend history; but even this is just as He gave man an in-
spiring revelatlon of 1life and love.(66) "And thie is in-
deed the truth, verlfied all through the centuries by humble

and adoring 8pirits, who have found in Jesus Christ, not a

{(66) Warschauer: p 358,
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figure of a by-gone age, but ‘Immanuel, God with us.' We
-shall not‘seek the living amu-ng the dead, or 1magine that He
in Whom we behold Love made manlfest coﬁld end on a cross;
rather were that Life and Love set free on Calvary, to be-
come the source and inspiration of more and more abounding
life, even the power of God unto salvation. In Him was 1life,
and that life was and is the light of men; and as many as re-
ceive Him, to them gives He the right to become children of
God. He is with His .wn always; and because He lives, we,
who have our deepest 1life in Him, shall live also. For
whether there be prophecles, they shall be done away; whether
there be tongues, they shall cease; whether there be knowl-
edge, it shall be done away; but Jesus Christ is the same
yesterday, and today, yea,and forever. He was the Christ,
yet could not let the world into His secret because the world
would not understand such Christhood, sacrificial and redemp-
tive through self-giving. 'If Thou art the Christ, tell us.
But He sald unto them, If I tell you, ye will not believe,'
He knew that He must die in order that the Kingdom might
come, and all history shows that Hls self-offering has been
the most .potent instrument for bringing that Kingdom nearer.
He knew that He must go away in order to come again, and it
has pfOVed even 80; Hls going away was in dishonor, His
coming agaln has been in glory. 'Whom say ye that I am?'

is His challenge to every age; and every age returns anew the
answer, laden with an ever deeper significance as generation

follows after generation, ‘'Thou art the Christ of God!

Thanks be to God for His unspeakable Gift, "

(67} Warschauer: pp. 36u-361,
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In Qppfoaching a discussion of the resurrection story
Klausner is convinced that Jesus' tragedy had to have an ep-
ilogue, otherwise Christianity would never have been possiblg.
When, after the Sabbath, the women come to the tomb to anoint
the body of Jesﬁa they find an angel who says: “Jesus 1is
risen: He 1is not here.....go, tell His disciples and reter.

He goeth before you into Galilee; there shall ye see Him as He
said unto you" (Warschauer, page 51 above), This 1s sark's
gimple account and, like the birth, he has no wonders to re-
late in connection with the resurrection. The other Evangel-
iste have more. umatthew's account dealing with the precaution
against any possible steéling of the corpse is unhistorical
(in general agreeing with Keim, page 56 above, and Warschauer,
page 61 above,} for Jews would not steal the body as they had
no regard for a crucified wessish, "a curse of God that was
hanged." Neither would the disciples steal the body in the
first few days for they were overdome with grief. The theory
that the body was actually stolen and that from this fact the
resurrection faith developed in untenable for "deliberate im-
posture 1s not the substance out of which the religlon of
pillions of mankind is created,” The fact of the matter prob-
ably is that Joseph of Arimathea did not want the body to
permanently 1lle in his ancestral tomb and so éecretly moved 1t
at the close of the Sabbath and, since he was a disciple, saiﬁ
nothing about it to anyone. The fact that the women went to
anoint the body (denied by Keim, page 54 above, and Warschauer
page 60U above) is sufficient proof that neither they nor the

other dlsclyules expected a resurrection. It is entirely prob-

able that Thomas was very slow to believe the resurrection
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story. The Gospels relate various appearances in Judea and
Galilee énd “here again it is impossible to suppose that
there was any conscious deception; the nineteen hundred
years' faith of miliions is not founded on deception. There
can be no gquestion but that some of the ardent Gallleans saw
thelr Lord and uessiah in a wvislion.,” That such a vision was
spiritual, and not material, is shown by the language raul
uges (so Xelm, page 57 above) and the comparison he makes-

with those seen by reter and James, a "Heavenly vision in
which God had revealed in me Hisg Son,* 2 wvislion "born of
light.,”" This vislon was spirituval and no more. It "became
the basis of Christianity; it was trested as z falthful proof
of the resurrection of Jesus, of His Nesslahship, and of the
near approach of the Xingdom of Heaven. Butl for this vision
the memory of Jesus might have been wholly forgolien or pre-
served only in & collection of lofity ethical preceplts and
miracle stories. Could the bulk of the Jewlsh nation {here
Klausner would defend and excuse his race) found itself on
such a corner stone?"(68) It seems, however, that in denying
the resurrection Klausner fails to adequately account for the
conviction which was the great possession of the Apostles and
others that Jesus hwd risen Ifrom the dead, and so he fails to

ccount for Christianity.

In the opinion of J, ilddleton Wurry, Jesus did not ex-

pect a bodlly resurrection after three days, but to be mirac-
ulously saved from death ot the last minute and into & new

existence; in fact Jesus did not believe in the beodlly resur-

{(68) Klausner: pp.356-355,
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rection but in another order of existence, something like
that of angels. To Jesus the resurrection was “not & resur-
rection of the body as 1t cannot be for any true religious
thinker;” rather it was an “ineffeable condition in which all
bcdily‘limitatian was itranscended, 1t was a conditlion of be~
ing berpetually in the presence of God," The reasonable way
in which to account for the resurrection bellefl is to assume
that the body had heen moved from iis original tomb (80 also
Klausner, page 64 above) and that what the young wan said
was: "He 1s not here, this 1is the place where He was laid,”
which was nisunderstood by the followers of Jesus (Warschau-
er, page 61, and Klausner, page 64 above), Undoubtedly
pPeter and rPaul believed in the continued existence of Jesus
but not in & bedily resurrection for “flesh and blood cannot
inherit the Kingdom of God" and they had had objectlve ex-
periences of the continued presence of Jesus,{69)

Alexander H, Irvine explains the post-mortem conduct
of the disciples by saying that it was Jesus' presence in
the spirit with His fear-stricken follbwers which inspired
thew with new life and gave them a super-power. "The Haster
did not waik out of the tomb on Easter morning. He never
was in it. Nor can we.litefally say that He 'returrped' for
He had never been away.,” He had been hidden from His disci-
ples by their own fear and cc@arﬁice. “The record of the
physical experiences or spiritual visitations is scant, and
what He saic seems little different from what He had said
already while with them in Capernaum. Yet the effect was

different.....different and immeasurably greater. Under the

(69) Op. cit. "Epiloguse,*”
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89611 of the new impulse thls handful of unlettered men went
out to conguer the Roman Empire for the EKingdom of God. The
fervor and heat of the new Evangel became irresistible. It
broke ithe shell of its Judalstic origin, and preseed out and
beyond the frontiers of the Fathers into the remote corners
of the earth. With hearis aflame and tongues tipped with
ineffable tenderness, éhese working class ambassadors of
light preached and exemplified the religion of the pure
heart and open hand,"{70)

P. Gardiner Smith {(7') admits that the Church of the
New Testament perlod believed that Jesus, on the third day
after He was crucifled and buried, rose out of the tomb in
the same body in which He suffered, although doubitless that
body had undergone a ohange. But these first followers had
no evidence of & real historical character that the tomb of
Jesus was found empty on the third day or that He actually
rose in the body in which He had suffered. We cannot accept
the testimony of katthew, Luke and John; and Mark's record
has been lost. When *he women could not find Jesus' tomb
they became excited and nervous,; and never said anything for
a considerable length of time. (But would women brave enough
to go to the tomb become excited so easily?) From this mis-
take about the empty tomb the legend of the resurrection
grew up. The description in the Gospel accounts shows that
these narratives cannot be accurate.q Indeed, the only fact-g

ual basis for the Christian faith ié the survival of Jesus'

(70) pp. 258-259, (71) "THE NARRATIVES OF THE RESURRECTION
---A CRITICAL STUDY" by #. Gardiner Smith, i.,A., Dean and Fel-
loq of Jesus College, Cambridge, kethuen & Co., London.
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personality.

Bruce Barton (72} with what impresses one as irrever-
ent lightness in treating the Gospel narratives says"He was
born different from us, did not belong among us at all, but
came down from heaven on & brief visit, spent a few years in
reproving men for their mistakes, died.and went back to heavs
en again. A hollow bit of stage play.” In similar vein,
Heitmuller {73) ignores the resurrectlion story as not worth
refuting. He says that the preaching that Jesua bose very
goon after His death “belongs no longer %o the history of the
‘historical Jesus' but to that of the primitive Christian
community.” So also Charles Foster Kent (74) insists that
the resurrection must be interpreted not physically or natur-
alistically but spiritually.

Clinging to the purely natural, G. A, Barton denies
the resurrection narratives and takes the position that Dan.
12:2-4 is the only 0ld Testament passage teaching the resur-
rection or even immorital 1ife. A similar sttitude is taken
by Shirley Jackson Case (75) when he holds that Jesus is not
a risen Saviour for we can have no iwmediate contact with Him
now. So also Julius Wellhausen (76) is sure that Jesus never
anticipated as the iessiah or "Son of Kan“ either His death

or resurrection. Raitlionalizing all miracles "An Unknown Dls-

(72) "THE w@AN NOBODY KNOWS" by Bruce Barton, Author of "What
Shall It rProfit A Man® etc. Bobbs-uerrill Co. Indisnapolls,
1925, (73) Op. cit. p 104, (74) "THE LIFE AND TEACH-
INGE OF JESUS ACCORDING T(¢ THE EARLIEST RECORDS" by Charles
Foster Kent, rh.D., Litt.D., Woolsey rrofessor of Bibliesal
Literature in Yale University, Scribners, New York, 1013,
(75) “THE HISTORICITY OF JESUS" by Shirley Jackson Case, Fro-
fessor of New Testament Literature and Interpretation, Uni-
versity of Chicago, University of Chicago rress, 1912,

(76) "EINLEITUNG IN DIE DREI ERSTEN EVANGELIEN" by Julius
Wellhausen, 1905,
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ciple” (77) naturally rules out the resurrection. It is, of
course, also ruled out by those who advocate in one form or
another the “Christus lyth” theory like Bruno Bauer, J. k.

Robertson, Arthur Drews, W. B, Smith, Albert Kalthoff, and

George Brandes. While not going quite so far as this, Otto
Pfleiderer (78) holds that the early Christian belief in the
resurrection was a development from and found its origin in

the Eastern pagan cults.

2, Conservative Interpretatlions. rassing to those who

are less destructive in thelr criticism of the resurrection
narratives one isg rather surprised to read in as keen a crit-
is as Heinrich Ewald (79) these words "Nothing stands more
historlically certaln than that Jesus rose agaln from the dead
and appeared agaln to His followers, or than that thelr see-
ing Him thus, again, was the beginning of a higher faith, and
of all their Christian work in the world." E, H. Archer-
Shepherd {80} 1s an aggressive champion of higher criticism
and attaches no importance to miracles, and yet he offers a
very complete presentation and defense of the nature and proof
of the literal physical resurrection, making both the resur-
rection and ascension objective physical svents. One belleves
that he must feel that the evidence for the resurrection is
strong, for he would not naturally lean that way.

A rather lonely position is taken by Albert rleasant
(77) "BY AN UNKNOWN DISCIYLE" Geo.H.Doran Co., New York, lolg,
(78) "UNCHRISTENTUL" 1887 and "DIE ENTSTEHUNG DES CHRISTENTUKS"
1905, (79) "GESCHICHTE" Gottingen, 1864, VI, p 75.
(80) "THE NATURE AND EVIDENCE OF THE RESURRECTION OF CHRIST" by
E. H. Archer-Shepherd, ik.A., Vicar of Avenbury, Herefordshire,
Author of “The Three Bulwarks of the Faith,” "Burning Questions

in the Light of Today,” "The Ritual of the Tabernacle,” Riv-
ingtons, London, 1910, ‘
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Robinson (81) when, in accepting the resurrection stories, he

writes: "the hearts and minds of His disclples were Tully

 prepared” for the resurrection because of the predictions Je-

sus had made; Kelm and Warschauer deny that Jesus ever made
any prediction, and most wrlters are assured that the disci-
ples never understood Jesus in this respect. ~rresenting a
strong arguwient for the bodlily resurrection of Jesus, Willilanm
Cleaver Wilkinson {82) examines the theories devised by dis-
believers and rather convincingly shows that they reveal thelr
own insufficiencies. While ruling out the possibillity of any
personal return of Jesus, J., H. Chambers iacaulay {83) allows
the resurrection as recorded in the Gospels.

In sharp contrast with A. f. Robinson (sece above) Gelkle
holds that Jesus’ prophecies to Hls disciples about His resur-
rection had made absolutely no impression on thelr minds; that
after His death they were confounded and paralyzed.(84) He ac-
cepts the various resurrection appearances of Jesus and at the
same time admits that, due to the differing accounts which the
Evangelists give of these varlous appearances, it is difficult
to bulld an accurate and detalled narrative of the successive
appearances of which there must have been many. Jesus appears
as an lincarnate spirit, using His material tody only to iden-

tify Himself.(85) Thinking of Jesus as already in raradise,

(81) "THE WONDERFUL CHRIST" by Albert Pleasant Robinson, Glad
Tidings rubiishing Co., 1621, {82) "CONCERNING JESUS
CHRIST THE SON OF GOD" by Willlam Cleaver Wilkinson, Griffith
& Rowland rress, 1916, (83) “THE REALITY OF JESUS" by J.
H, Chambers iacaulay, k.,A., Geo. H. Doran Co., New York,
1923, (84) Geikie: II,5B2, (85) 11,587,
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the disciples had ﬁot anticipated the resurrection. That
thelr lost hope was hard to rekindle is shown by the attitude
of the two disciples on the way to Emmaus, saying that the
tomb had been found empty but Jesus they had not seen (Lk.24:
24),(86) Because Jesus had put on immortality He could not
stay with thea as before, hence they had only occasional
glimpses of Him, and knew nothing about His stay, journeys,
and the like.{(87)

Agreeing with Gelkie, Dean Farrar says "At the moment
when Christ dies, nothing could have seemed more abjectly
weak, more pitifully hopeless, more absolutely doomed to
scorn, and extinctlion, and despalr, than the Church which He
had founded......What was 1t that thus caused strength to be
made perfect out of abject weakness? There is one a2nd one on-
ly rOSSIBLE answer --- the resurrection from the dead.”™ There
could be no doubt about the death of Jesus for when Joseph of
Arimathea asked for the body of Jesus Pilate made absolutely
sure that He was dead (ik.15:44), The enemles of Jesus remem-
bered (as opposed to Klausner, page 64 above) Jesus' prophecy
about Himself and, pretending that they were afraid Jesus’
discliples would steal the bhody, they successfuliy pleaded
with Pilate to have the tomb guarded.

Parrar accepts nine boudlily appearances of Jesus between
the resurrection and ascension, and says: “That on that morn-
ing the grave of Christ was untenanted --- that His body had
not been removed by His enemies --- that its absence caused to

Hls dlsciples the profoundest amazement, not unmingled in the

(86) Gelkie: 1I,589-590, (87) 11,600.
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breasts of some of thém, with sorrow and slarm (wh;ch the
Evangelists admit in spite of forewarnings) --- that they
subsequently became convinced, by repeated proofs, that He
had risen from the dead --- that for the truth of this bellef
they were ready at all times to die --- that the bellef ef-
fected a profound and total change in their character, making
the timid courageous, and the weak irresistible --- that they
were incapable of a conscious falsehood, and that, even 1if it
had not been 80, a consclous falsehood could never have had
power to convince the disbelliefl and regenerate the morality
of the world --- that on this belief of the resurrection were
bullt the still-universal observance of the first day of the
week, and the entlire foundation of the Christian Church ---
these, at any rate, are facts which even skepticism itself,
if it desires to be candid, can hardly fail, however reluct-
antly and slowly, to admit,"(88) “Within six weeks of the
resurrection, that great event was the unshaken faith of ev-
ery Christian; within a few years of the event the palpable
historic proofs of 1t and the numerous testimonies of its re-
ality --- strengthened by a memorable vision vouchsafed to
himself --- had won assent from the acute and noble intellect
of a young rharisaic zealot and persecutor whose name was
Saul, "(89)

In his treatment of the entire life of Jesus, Alfred
Edersheim, the converted Jew, takes the original and unaltered
material as given 1in the oldest manuscripts, as cited by the

earllest Fathers and as received by catholic Christendom and

(68} Farrar: 11,433-434, (89) 11,437,
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from the total unmutilated text writes 2 totally unmutilated
biography. While showing that Jesus was a Jew he also shows
that He was the incarnate Son of God and the Saviour of the
world; and intou this portrait enter both the natural and the
supernatural, the human and the divine. As one would expect,
the resurrection narratives are accepted and the point mé&e
that the l1life of Jesus according to the Gospels both opens
and closes with a miracle and one 1ls dependent upon the
other. "If the story of His birih be true, we can believe
that of the resurrection; if that of His resurrsction be true,
we can believe that of His birth."(9¢) In the very nature of
things the birtih is incapable of striect historical proof but
His resurrectien demanded and was capable of the fullest his-
torical evidence. If the latter can be established histori-
cally the former is almost a2 necessary postulate. iuck of our
difficulty is due to the great compression in the various nar-
ratives --- probably only one of the writers was an eye wit-
ness --- and the fact that to the different narrators the cen-
tral point of interest lay on different aspects of the circum-
stances connected with the resurrection. One must remember
that the Evangellsts and Paul are not trying to furnish a his-~
tory of the post-resurrection events but simply to prove the
fact.{91)

The disciples believed Jesus to be dead and 4id not
expect Him to rise agaln (so Keim, page 58, Klausner, page 64,
and Gelkle, page 70 above, opposed to A, ¢, Robinson, page 70
above) as’evidenced by the preparation to embalm the body (so

too, Klausner, page 64 abéve), the sorrow of the women at the

{90} Edersheim: II,621, {(9V) II,621-622,
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empty tomb, and their perplexity and doubts in the presence
of the resurrection announcements {Jn.20:9)., What they ex-
'pected, if anything at all, was Christ’s second coming from
ﬁeaven in glory {see Xeim, page 57 above}., At the mosi, all
they could have expected was the continuous life of the soul
and the final resurrection of the body. This was the Jewish
idea; as for example Elljah is never represented as ealting
or offering his body %o be touched; and Herod Antipas, when
hearing that John the Baptist had arisen did not search the
tomb to find out. Hence if the disciples had itried ito fab-
ricate the resurrsction narratives there was no need for such
detalls as the empty tomb; and in so wrliting the kEvangelists
could not have been trying to sghow the fulfillment of elther
nrophecy or expechtation.{92)

There can be no doubt but that the disciples, contrary
to thelir earlier expectations, believed in the absolube cer-
tainty of the resurrection as & historical fact and that this ;
was the core of their later ureaching {(so Farrar, page 72
above}, "If Christ hath not been raised, then is cur preach-
ing vain, your faith also is vain. Yea, and we are found
fslse witnesses of God......ye are yet in your sins."{(o3)

Edersheim dismisses without &iscusaian the rejection
of the resurrectlon on the ground that it involves the mirac-
ulous as unwarranta& treatment of the miraculous in this re-
Jecting it In a wholesale and arbitrary way. He also dis-
misses the hypothesis of gross fraud on the part of the dis-

ciples in stealing the Dbody of Jesus, agreeing with Strauss,

(92) BEdersheim: 1I,623-624, (93) I Cor. XV:i4-17,
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xeim {page 57 above), Warschauer (page 61 above), and Klaus-
ner (page 64 above) that such a falsehcaﬁ is wholly incom-
patible with the disciples’ after life, heroism, and mariyr-
dom. Equally absurd, he thinks 1ls the theory that Jesus

was not dead and in the cooulness 0 éhe tomb revived, for
this shifts the deception back on Jesus Himself (so also
Keim, page 57, and Warschauer, page 61 above), Turning to
‘the various Torms of the vision hypoté&sis, that whieh makes
the vision the outcome of an exclted imagination 1is disproved
by the fact that it must presuppose a previous eXxpectation of
the event, and such mental vislons would not naturally lead
to greater cénvictian, vigor, and achievement; butl rather‘to
deuresslion. The former of these objections also holds against
the idea that the disciples in thelr thinking came to the con-
clusion that Jesus could not be dead, that He must live, and,
finally, that He was alive; and hence wrought themselves into
visions of the Risen One (cf. Warschauer, page 62 above); and
in addition, now can %e explain this occuring to more than
five hundred at once? Edershelm agrees with Kelm 1in the
further criticisms of the theory: (a) that so fundamental a
belief as that of the resurrection could not have had 1ts
.origin in a delusive wvislion; this is incompatible with the
calm clearness of conviction and strong purpose of action
which resulted Irom the resurrection; and (b} it is inexpli-
cable that these visions suddenly ceased with the ascension.
We have é number of appearances in the first six weeks and
then they suddenly stop and forever cease. If jusit visions

on the part of excited enthuslasts they would continue and

grow larger.{v4)

{(94) Edersheim: II,625-626,
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‘The hypothesis that the visions were sent from God
Himself to attest the fact that Jesus livéd {as Keim, page
59 above} falls because it will not account for such Tacts
a8 the showing of His wounds, His eating wlth Hlis disciples,
the empty tomb, the fright of the disciples at the appear-
ance of Jesus, and that when they thought 1t was a spirit He
invited them to touch Him to see that He was flésh and bone,
wnich, of céurse, Keim writes out of the narrative to make
his explanation consisitent. Further, who removed the body?
Six weeks aftsr the crucifixion rebter preached in Jerusalenm
the resurrection. If Jesus' enemies had removed His body
they would have sllenced reter very qulckly. If the disci-
yles; this puts the fraud back on them again,{(v5)

Edersheim feels, since one is not warranted in reject-
ing the miraculous psr se and every substitubtlonary explana-
tion of the resurrection is shown Lo be lapossible, that one
is compelled to accept the Gospel narratives, wnich if it had
been pure fabrication would have been careful to have had
all details in perfect agreement. {96}

David Smith feels that at Caesarea rhillippl Jesus
foresaw Hls resurrection with the same clarity He displayed
in speaking about Hls approaching sacrifice.{(¢7) To him
the resurrection was literal and the appearances are accept-
ed, in fact very probably there were many more about which
we have no record. Jesus had a glorified body, no longer
flesh and blood, not an animal body needing nourishmeni, but

a spiritual body.(98)

(97) Smith: p 212, (98) p 448, See also "THE DAYS OF
HIS FLESH" (A,C.Armstrong & Son, New York, 19505) p 50Bff.
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Sanday in considering the evidence attesting the resur-
rection notes that such a stupendous eveni very properly re-
quires strong atteétation and this, he feels, the resurrection
of Jesus has. Not all is of egual value, as for instance the
conciudiﬁg verses of Mark which probably were not a part of
the originsl Gospel. These he attributes, after Conybeare, Lo
Ariston or Aristion and, since they summarize the testimony of
Iuke and John, ihey show that a prominent Church official and
teacher accepted Luke and John in this respect. Luke's ac-
count of the walk to Emmaus with the mention of the name of
Cleopas {or Cleopatroa) looks as though he might be of the
Herodian circle, and so Luke may have gotten this incident
from "Joanna the wife of Chuza, Herod's steward.” The whole
account has a perfectly reasonable and historical atmosphere
about it. “'We hoped that 1t was He Who should redeem Israel’
points back to the time before the dreams of national triumph
had been purified of the grosser elements in them," I Cor.
15:5 confirms Lk.23:%4, 1k.24:36ff corresponds to that of
Jn.20:19 and both are confirmed by I Cor. 15:5, Something
like &t.?gzig seems to be absolutely necessary. Our strongest
witness to {he_resurrection is Paul who mentlions five most im-
portant appearances: (a) reter; (b) The Twelve; {(c} an assembly
of more than five hundred; (4) James; and {e) to all the Apos-
tles. The mentlion of these does not by any means exclude other
appearances, a8 for lnstance that to uary Hagdaiene or to the
two on the road to Emmaus, or Paul may not even have known of

the latter. 1ke23:34 confirms the first appearance above;

Lk.24:33 and Jn.20:19-24 the second; and the Gospel according
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to the Hebrews the féurﬁh. Paul refers to what he had earl-
ier told the Corinthians at the beginning of his ministry
wnich must take him back from 57 to 53, if not from 55 to

51 A,D, Thus the matter is brought back tu the date of the
eérliest extant New Testament writing, First Thessalonlians
which confirms the fact of the recurrection in 1:10 and 4:14,
The whole tbne shows that raul is writing from thé strongest
personal conviction and that he expected to have his readers
agree with him, and indeed that 1t was the unquestioned and
universal belief of Christians at that time. All the testi-
mony we have 138 tu the same effect --- the Apostles felt

that thelr chief function was to bear witness to the resurrec-
tion and the only doubt as to the resurrection which the
early Christians had was not as to the resurrection of Christ
but tuv that of themselves. “And it 1s no less noticeable
that even the most rationalistic of the Christian sects,
those {e.g.) which denied the virgin birth, nevertheless
shared the belief in the resurrection.“(v9)

While this paper does not enter into the gquestion of
the sequence of the post-resurrection events, yet it is in-
teresting to note that Sanday says in this connection: “It
is not én exaggeration to say that the conviction among
Christians that Christ was really raised, dates from the very
morrow of the resurrection litseif. It was not a growth
spread over a long period and receiving gradual accretions of
strength, but it sprang suddenly into:sxistence, and 1t swept
irresistibly over the whole body of disciples. ¢f the force

{99} Sanday: pp.170-176,
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and universality of the'belief there can be no doubt, but
when We come to details it would seem that from the first
there was a certain amount of confusion, which was never
wholly cleared up.” raul’s account in I Corinthians 15 is
a selection made for the purpose of preaching. Compared
with it the account of the "walk to Emmaus 1is such as might
have come out of private memoirs."{(100)

Where did the appearances take place? 5St. Paul and
the Gospel according to the Hebrews mention no place.
Matthew, Mark and John 21 stress Galilee. John 20 and Luke
24 emphasize Jerusalem and ita neighborhood. The Critical
School ciaims that these two versions must be alternatives
and they usually side with the Galilean idea, Xseim page 54
and Warschauer page 60 above. Ldofs argued in favor of
Lk.Jgn.20, many try to combine both but here one sirikes
the difficulty of the shortness of time into which all the
events musi be compressed. Buil “no difficulty of weaving
the separate incidents into an orderly well-compacted narra-
tive can impugn the unanimous belief of the Church which
iies behind them, that the Lord Jesus Christ rose from the

dead on the third day and appeared to the disciples,"{101)

In dealing wiih the attempted explanations Sandayw
covers much the same ground as other authors already reviewed
here. “This universal belief is the rovot which has to be

accounted for. It would be the natural product of a real

event such as the Epistles assume and the Gospels describe.

But what if the event were not real? In that case the widely

(10C) Sanday: pp.176-177. (161) pp. V77-180.
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held and deeply planted bellef in 1t must needs constitute

a very serious problem."” #sany attempts have been made to ac-
count for ithe belief in the resurrection without éccepting

it as a fact. iany of the hypotheses in this effort are now
practically obsolete and abandoned. No on€ now believes

that the {supposed) death of Jesus was only a swoon and that
the body, 1la2id in the tomb, alfterward revived and»was seen
more than once by the disciples {cf. Strauss, “Leben Jesu"
1863, p 298)., BSo too, inadmissible is the charge of fraud,
that the body was taken away by Joseph of Arimathea (as
Klausner, page 64 above) or Nicodemus, and the rumor that Je-
sus had rlsen allowed to grow. iore persistent 1ls the theory
of “vislons." Renan thinks mary #agdalene in her nervous
tension started the whole idea. Strauss and rfleliderer start
with Paul who places his vision on a level with that of the
older Apostles, Paul who was subject to eplleptic selzure.
But if the origin lies in vislons, the results of affection-
ate dwelling upon the memory of the personality of Jesus and
reflection upon certain 0ld Testament passages, as Strauss
holds, how are we to account for the "third day” element?
This would have to be a long drawn out process. If the whole
matter were entirely that of visions why was it not so con-
taglous as that the whole Church would have these vislons and
continue to do so, agreeing with Xeim, page 57 above, and
Edershelm, page 75 above. After the five hundred brethren
come James and Paul and then a sudden and final teramination.
The fact of the matter 1is that the “third day" factor is jusi

as firaly rooted and established as the fact of the resurrec-
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tion itgelfl; as\sﬁawn by the teachings of reter, raul, and
the Apostles' Gfée&; 1t holds an imporiant place in Christ-
ian thinking aﬁd so must have been original, for otherwise it
is a useless detail. I£ is hard to reconcile this and the
definlte area of appearances With the theory of purely sub-
jective visions. So "an honesﬁniﬁquirer like Keim fellt the
difficulty so strongly thai, whiie régarﬁing the appearances
as essentially of the nature of visions, ﬁe held them to be
not merely subjectlve, but divinely éause& for the express
purpose of creating the bellief in which they issued.” A
belief that had such incalculably momentous results must
have had an adequate causse. No apparition or hallucination
ever yet moved the world. Even Keim’s theory is not adequate.
All such are a part of the trliuming down of the apparently
supernatural in the Gospel so a8 to bring all within the
sphere of everyday experisnce. DBut that process has falled.
“The facts are too obstinate, the evidence for them is too
strong; and the measures which we apply are too narrow and
bounded. It 1is better to keep substantially the form which
a sound traditlion has handed down to ué, even though its
contents in some degree Qass our comprehension,”{102)

The resurrection of Jesﬁs is signifTicant and necessary
because 1t is the pledge and earnest of the physical resur-
rection for man and life beyond the grave; and as a comple-
ment of the crucifixion to pruve that the sacrilfice of the
cross was accepted. “If the death on the cross was a dying

for human sin, the rising again from the tomb was the seal

(102) Sanday: pp. 186-184,
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of forgiveness and justification, Rom.4:25 and 6:7."(103)

( Finally,attentlon is directed to the couments of
Rush Rhees on the resurrection narratives. The resurrection
idea 1is important because Christianity as a historic relig-
lous movement staris from the resurrection of Jesus. This
fact is very evident in the preaching of both Peler and pPaul.
"In fact the buoyancy of hope and confidence of faith which
gave to the despised followers of the Nazarene their strength
resulted directly from the experiences of the days which fol-
lowed the deep gloom that setitled over the disciples when Je-
sus died.,” It seems strange, after Jesus had told His disci-
ples as He had of His death and resurreciion,; that they were
thrown into such despair. Surely the women who had prepared
spices for embalming and the disciples who would not bellieve
the resurrectlion until they had seen Jesus had heard His pre-
dictions. This does not mean --- as furoerly held by many
--- that Jesus 4id not teil them for if He ifold them about
Hieg death He must also have told them about the resurreciion,
For the one withoul the other means a defeated Kessiah, an
idea Jesus never had. "The inabiliiy of the disciples to ad-
ust thelr sesslianlc ldeas 1o the death of thelr waster was
not removed by the rebuke Jesus administered to reter at
Caegarea Phlllppl; their objecltions were only silenced. It
would seem that even when they gaw Hls death to be inevita-
ble, they were slmply dumb with hope that in some way He
would cume off wvictor; the crecsg and the tomb crushed out

that hope ~-- at least from most of them. {104)

(163) Banday: b 185, {104) Rhees: oD, B02-203,
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Thelr gloom vanished suddenly and there was no time
for a gra&ual read justment of ideas “and the springing of
hope from a falth which would not die.” The uniform early
record is that Jesus showed Himselfl alive to His disciples
about thirty six hours after His death. This is the testl-
mony of raul and our Evangellsts, it is also confirmed by
the very early observance of “the first day of the week" as
"the Lord‘'s Day" and the substitution of “third day" for
"after three days"” in the Gospels which make use of our uark.
Paul is our earligst writer, giving a simple catalog of the
appearances of Jesus, and referring to them as famillar and
accepted facts --- mentloning six; Cephas, The Twelve, above
five hundred, James, all the Apostles, and himself. The
Gospels contaln fuller records but differ from each other
more than they do from raul. umark is incomplete, the last
twelve verses having been added by Aristion in the second
century (see also Sanday, page 77 above). They are only of
value a8 they tell us what was belleved at that time. All
that sark really tells is that the women found the tomb
empty. Matthew and Luke tell of additional appearances but
differ much. Matthewbwrites nothing as to the ascension but
Luke clearly implies it. John gives his record but is clear-
1y independent of all three. Rhees.also, like Sanday (page
79 above) calls attention to the effbrt of critical scholars
to find two separated and mutually exclusive lines of tradi-
tion in the Gospel narratives.. In reply he says "Thls theory

falls, however, before the uniform tradition of appearances

on the third day, which must have been in Jerusalem, and the
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very early testimony of Paul to an appearance to above five
hundred dbrethren at once, which could not have been in Ju-
dea. It need not surprise ﬁa that therevshould have been
two cycles of tradition, not however mutuaily exclusive, if
Jesus did appear in both Jerusslew and Galllee." Rhees then
conétructa a harmonized account of the appearancea.(%GS)

"The simple facts as set forth in the New Testament
serve abundantly to account for the faith of the early Church,
but they not only invelve a large recogniiion of the miracu-
lous, they also contaln perplexities for those who do not
stumble at the supernatural; hence there have been many at-
tempts to find other solutlons to the problem." With a word
may be dlsmissed those explanations which renew the old charge
that the discliples stole the body of Jesus and then declared
that He had risen, and those which assume that the death was
apparent only, that Jesus merely fainted on the cross, ard
that thé chill of the night air and sepulchre re#ived Him, and
that in the morning He left the tomb and appeared to His dis-
ciples as one risen from the dead (see Keim, page 57; War-
schauer, page 61; Edershelm, page 74; and Sanday, page 80
above). "This apparent-death theory involves Jesus in an ugly
deeebtion; whlle the theory that the disciples or any group of
them removed the body of Jesus and then gave currency to the
notion that He had risen bullds the greatest ethical and re-
ligious movement known to history on a lie." Rhees also re-
fers to the suggestions of Renan and Réville as to wary mag-

dalene starting the whole resurrection thought from her over-

(1U5) Rhees: pp. 2U3-209.




these theories, fee at it is all the more sear

cause his (Keim’a}keﬁnf; s so akin to them. It will be

remembered that Kelm makeakﬁﬁ nt ti t the “third day” is
entirely too short & time for such a f to develop, and
the growth of such ecstatic feeling,gaagﬁgga must precede
such visions. Then too, why did they«suééanly stop (so also
Kelm page 57, Edersheim page 75, aad~3anday‘§&ge 8¢ above)?
The disciples never showed a more healthy and normal life
than they did at this period.(1u6)

Rhees poinis out that Keim, as we have learned from &
airecf study of hils work, while seeking to avoid the diffi-
culties brought to light in his own criticisms of the vision
theories and rejecting the Gospel narratives, yet frankly
acknowledges that the falth of the Apostles in the resurrec-
tion must have been based on a miracle. This falith was so
strong that the Apostles MGST have seen their Lord. "This
seeing, however, was not with the eyes of sense, but Wiih the
spiritual vislon, which properly perceived what pertains to
the spirit world into which the glorified Lord had wlthdrawn
when He died.” These visions were divinely caused and es-
sentially objective. “This theory is not in itself offensivé
to faith. It cuncedes that the belief of the disciples rest-
ed on actual disclosures of Himself to them by the glorif.ed
Lord. The difficulty with the theory is that it relegates
the empty tomb to the limbo of legen&, though it is a feature
of the tradition which is found in ail the Gospels and ciear-

(106) Rhees: pp. 210-212,
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1y implied in rpaul (I Gor.15§4,'compare Ram.ﬁ:é); it also
fails to show how this glorified Christ came to be thought

of by the disciples as RISEN rather than simply glorifiled

in spirit.” This last criticlsm brings one to the necessity
of recognlzing a resurrection which in souwe real sense 1is
corporeal, difficult as that is. "The Gospels assert this
with great simplicity and delicate reserve," If in accept-
ing this and the fact that Jesus offered His body for handling
and ate with the disciples one stumbles one must rewember that
we do not know enough about the condition of the fully per-
fected 1life to dogmatize. We do have before us as established
data: (a) the empty tomb; (b) the objective presence of the
risen Jesus; (c¢) the renewed faith of the disciples; and (4)
their new power. While not strictly a part of this study 1t
1s interesting to note that Rhees feels that the ascension was
a necessary complement to the resurrection, since death no

longer had dominion over Jesus,{107)

B. Unsolved Problens.

A sbudy such as has been made above of the treatment
accorded the resurrection narratives by those who, clinging to
their insistance upon ﬁaturalistic interpretations, explain
along these lines both the origin of the narratives themselves
and the faith and Church which were the outgrowth of that be-
lief in the sctual physical resurrection of Jesus, together
with a comparison with those who accept the resurrection story
reveals the fact that these writers leave unsolved a number of

problems which logically arise froa their interpretations and

(107) Rhees: pp. 212-214,




87,

fdr which solution must be found before unreserved acceptance
can be made of these naturallstic interpretgtions,,and this
in splite of the fact that the normai trend of pﬁé modern mind
seews to favor that which keeps itself within the horizon‘af

the natural. Some of these problems may be here outlined.

1. The Idea of the Resurrection.

a. THE FOUNDATION OF THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH. The almost,
1f not entirely, unanimous verﬁic£ of writers of both schools
A(those hostile and those friendly to the New Testament narra-
tives) is that the Christian Church both in its origin and in
its subsequent history has been founded on a belief in tﬁe
literal and physical resurrection of Jesus on the third day,
and His appearance to His disciples. One needs but mentlion
men as dlifferent in their viéw points as Strauss, Keim,
Klausner, Sanday, and Rhees, all of whom would subscribe, we
belleve, to the admission of Keim that it was the bellef in
the resqrrection which Christlanized the world. Thlis unani-
mous belief has been the root of the Church and must be ac-
counted for. They are agreed further in the conviction that
it 1s impossible to iwagine that the unique phenomenon of the
Church in the last nineteen centuries has had decelit or false-
hood for its foundation, with which we heartlly agree. A be-
lief, such as that of the Church, that has had such incalcu- .
lably moumentous results must have had an adequate cause. A
pyremid may be balanced on its apex for a moment, but this
balancing act will not continue during the test of passing

centuries. Naturallisiic interpreters allow that there must
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~ have beeﬁ some foundation for the immOVahle~bélief.of the
early disciples inrthe resurrection of Jesus, but; since ﬁe
did not rise in bodily form, thelr experience of His'contin~
ued life must have been visionary and splritual. It would
gseen that this is but begging, and removing just a little |
further, the question. It eliminates the idea that elther
Jesus or Hls disclples were gullty of consclous deceptlion,

but still bullds the Church upon a falth resting upon a mis-
conception, an unconsclous deception, but & deception never-
theless. It was not the mere continued existence or even
presence of Jeéus but His physical resurrection which the dis-
ciples belleved and preached. Granting that Jesus' body after
His death remained in some grave, that His soul entered rara-
dise, and that the only experlences Hls disclples had with Him
after His death were vislons, the fact rewains, supported by
the unanimous testimony of the New Testament, that the disci-
ples both belleved and taught that Jesus appeared to them in
the same body He lnhabited before Hls passion, a body recog-
nized by its pre-death charactertistics; and in preaching that
fact enlarged the Church in an unprecedented manner, far sur-
passing In their ablllity to win followers the'success of Jesus
Himseif during Hls ministry. If they were wrong in their per-
sonal belief and teaching, even if ignorantiy, the fact re-
sains that the Church has rested all these years on a false-
hood. The teaching of history and the experience of the race
is that falsity cannot endure, that time graduatly brings it
to 1light; hence the Church, if founded on falsehood, should by

this time be a waning shadow and tottering structure. Instead
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it is that portion of lts membershlp which reueenﬁea‘%hésgre&ehw
ing of the Aposties which 1s spreading 1£s influence to the far
corners of the earth. To quote from Godet: “If Strauss admits
that the Church would have never arisen i1f the Apostles had not
had unshaken faith in the reaiity of Christ’s resurrection, we
may add, that this faith of the Apostles would have never arisen

unless the resurrection had been a true historical fact."

b. THE ORIGIN OF THE IDEA, In our consideration of
the narratives of the virgin birth of Jesus 1t has been
pointed out that where an idea has not previousiy existed
the fact 1s the most natural explanatlon of the idea, and
that, excluding the fact, it is incumbent upon one to explain
the origin of the idea. We believe the sawe criticism may be
offered here. Certainly the 01d Testament taught the iwmmor-
tality of the soul and while there are vague intlimations of
the resurrection of the body yet there can be reasonable
doubt as to how literaily this was accepted by the Jew of
Jesus' day and certalinly he associated it with the end of the
world. True, too, that his 0ld Testament told him of proph-
ets who ralsed the dead, but this was only temporarily.

Where did the ldea of a voluntary and self-effected resurrec-
tion come from? There was no tradition as to the way in
which the kessiah would rise frow the dead, indeed 1t is
doubtful whether anyone had imagined Him as dying. The dis-
ciples questioned "among themselves what the rising again
from the dead should mean," ‘In contrast with it there was
the Jewish belief in the disembodied spirit of Samuel (I Sam,
28) and in all likelihood he was familar with similar be-
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liefs on the part of his rersian, Egyptian, and Greclan neigh-
bérs. In the case of the Apostle raul, an ardent advocate of
the resurrection, for instance, 11 would have been much easi-
er for him in his teaching in I. Cor. 15 to have written in
terus of the spirit alone. His convicticn as to the bodily
resurrection of Jesus was so great that he painstakingly la-
bors to describe the Syiritual body to his readers; and it
seems falr to attribute thls to his confidence that on the
road to Damascus Jesus had appeared to him in bodily form ---
not a disembodied splirit --- as He had earlier to the other

disciples.

c.,THE‘EARLY AND GENERAL ACCEyTANCE OF THE IDEA, TFol-~
lowing again our study of the virgin birth questlion, we meet
here also the wvery early and general acceptance of the 1dea
that Jesus bodlly rose from the dead. As indicated there,
legendary and romantlic ldeas may form themselves around a
heroic figure if given sufficlent time. We find it 4Aiffi-
cult to believe, for instance, the popular story of William
| Tell's demonstration of his marksmenship, wide as has been
the spread of that story. One rewembers, however, in this
connection that this idea first appeared in balliad form and
that some two centurles after Willlaw Tell is supposed to
have lived. 1In contrast with this, we find the Apostles
convinced of the truth of the resurrection in less than a
week --- here we have uniform testimony --- and within six
weeks publicly proclaliming it in the ears of those hostlle,

who try to intimldate but never to refute. The testimony of

history is that at the tiume of Constantine from one tenth to
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one fifth cf‘the population of the Roman Empire was Christ-
ian; we know that by the year 350 A,D. there were in the

- catacombs--- purely Christian hurial places --- somewhere
between two snd four million graves, which would indicate
that by this time from one third to one half thexpopulatioﬁ
of Rome was Christian, and Givbon says the saume proportion
applied to the whole Empire; this growth reached~all'classea
of people --- Harnack says “we are able today, on the basis
of fully authenticated records, to deciare with satisfactory
certainty that even in the time of the Aposties the palace
of the Emperor was one of the chief seats of the growing
Chrigtian Church in Rome” --- and before the passing of two
centuries Christlanity was changing the thought of the
world,{1u8} In this connection we must realize two factors:
(a) This bellef of the discliples in the resurrsection was not
antlcipated but entirely a post-mortem faith foreced upon
them and for which something subsequent to the death of Je-
sus must have heen rssponsible. Before His passion they had
questlioned “among themselves what the rising again from the
dead should mean” and we have no evidence th#t whey ever
case tu any ciear cunception, and after His decease they im-
ply that they had lost thelr earlisr hope that Jesus “was He
that should redeem Israel," (b) Thosge to whom the dlsciples
preached thelr Gospel were naturatly prejudiced against 1it.
“What troubited the first misslonaries of the new religion

was not thne reluctance of their hearts to bellieve that God

{(108) See “NEGLECTED PACTORS IN THE STUDY OF THE rROGRESS OF
BARLY CHRISTIANITY" by James Orr, D.D., A. C. Arustrong &
Son, New York, 1899,
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- had Dbecome a man, but thelr hesitatlon about believing that
a man, especially an obscure Jew whno had been ignominiously
put to death, was réaily the Son of God,"{109) And yet in
splte of this they preached, and with acceptance for the
Church grew by leaps and bounds, ALl this finds its founda-
tion in the belief that Jesus rose sgain frow the dead. If
He did not it seews reasonable to ask that some adequate ex-
planation be offefed for this early and general acceptance

of so false and also unexpected an ldea; 1t is not a matter

of gradual accretion, but preached in toto from the first.

d. THE INSUFFICIENCY OF THE VISION THEORY. "Would
such visions have produced the effect attributed to them?
It is assumed that they would --- and 4did. But can we be
quite sure that the assumptlion is Jjustified? Certainty seeus
to be impossible because thers is no exactly parallel case
anywhere. But personaily I aw inclined to think that those
who make the assumption with confldence have not had much ex-
perience of human nature when it has been stirred to 1ts
depths by stern and tragic happenings. War teaches some les-
sons which are not found in books. It takes a great dealyto
re-insplre men who have oncse become convinced that theilr
cause has been irretrievably lost. I%t would, in Tact, be
hard to point to any other instance in which thlis has ever
been done successfully. Would a2 series of fieeting vislons,
however vivid, have been enough? If visions can be made 80

much, does not the Incarnation itgelf --- be it said wlith

(1G9) “THE HISTORICITY OF JESUS" by Shiriey sackson Case,
rrofessor of New Testament Literature and Interpretation in
the University of Chlcago, Unlversity of Chlcago rress,
1yl2, p 128,
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all possible reverence --- begin to appear superflaaus??(ztﬁ}

e. THE ULTIMATE DESTINY OF WATTER. ¥If eﬁryioré's
human body saw corruption, as it must have done if He did
not raise 1t Trom the grave, what is aur viaw as to the ul-
timate destiny of matier? We beiieve tha% matter, no leas
than spirit, 1s the creation of God; &ﬁ@ tﬁa* therefgr& x%
llies within the scope of redemgtian«‘ Hare We differ entiren
1y frow the Oriental philosophy, older than Christianity,
which holds that m&tter is 1ﬁherently, eternalily, irreieema-
bly evil. But if matter be capéble of redemptlion our hope
for it must lie in its association with spirit. No matter
has ever been permeated and dominated by spirit so complete-~
ly as was the human body of Jesus. Therefore we might nat-
urally expect that body not to be entirely subject to the
laws which appear at present to rule us. If the spirit of
Jesus could not attain a complete and unique mastery over
His body, sufficlent to exempt it frou the ordinary law of
corruption which otherwlse wust be counted universal, we
seem to have no right to hope that any redemption of matter
can ever be possible. In this case when St. Paul spoke of
‘the redemption of our bvody' (I C;r.15:26) he was elther us-
ing a phrase whilch has no reat meanling at ail, or else he
was thinking merely of victory over sin in this 1life. Bub
the context of the yass&ge makes 1t difficult to believe
that he meant no more than this,"(111)

(110) “PROBLE&S OF THE NEW TESTAWENT TODAXY" by R. H. kalden,
Me.A., Vicar of Headingley, Oxford University rress, 1923,
p. 241, _
(lll) Malden: op. ¢it. p 244,




2, Jesus Himsal

a. THE CAREER OF JESUS WITHOUT Ti
Supematuré.l resurrection impresses
t0 the extraordinary 1life of Jesu  related in the Gospels.
If then one denies % 3 §rfectian it is only falr to ask
how the aaraer~aﬁ&;p§?scnality of Jesus are to be explained
and fittingly brought to a close without this resurrection
experience. The task of the sincere historical student in
not to make Jesus fit our whims but to discover Him as He is.
To do otherwise is to relinquish the search for objective
truth. If one fashions Jesus in accordance with preconceived
ideas such a Jesus can give us only what we already have. IT
Jesus 1s a historicsli character the honest course 1s not to
adapt Hiu to modern ideas but to adapt the modern mind to Him.
In addition, to the great body of the Church Jesus 1s not
merely a historical figure, He has transcended hlstory and
there 1s an inescapeable consclousness that He lives today
and influences the lives of men. While not reachling the same
answer to his question, one may say with Heitmuller (112):
“The plous zeal of the dominant ecclesiastical party and-the
prudent caiculatiun of the magistracy had won in the unegual
conflict with the Dbold Galllean proyhet. In the gibbet at
Golgotha they had prepared an abrupt ending of the history
of the wesslah Jesus. Yet at and with Golgotha this History
really began; the history of Jesus in His community which
has not reached its end even today. And this history leaves
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no doubt of the answer which is to be given to the histori-
an's question, where the original and creative element, the
effective force of the manifestation of Jesus 1s tp be
sought, in what its world hiétorieal significance is ground-
ed......It needs only a glance into the beginnings of the
Christian community to perceive the truth. The disciples
had in their enthusiasm hoped that Jesus wWould redeem Israel.
Their hope was shattered by Golgotha. Like sheep who have
lost thelr shepherd they were scattered without guldes,
without hope. But in a 1ittle while we find them again in

serusalem, at first behind closed dvors, then, however, in

the streets. At first they whispered it in the ear --- then,
however, they proclaimed it from the house tovs, --- that

Jesus 1ls nevertheless the wmessiah. Rapidly the little band
of slimple Galilean men and women becass a coumpany which was
feared and persecuted, ahd yet onliy inéreased. What turned
these fishermen and peasants into missionaries, these faint
hearted and stupidly fleeing disciples into heroes, the 1it-
tle coumunity into the mustard seed whose branches would soon
shade the whole earth?” Sureiy this historical answer 1s the
1life of Jesus crowned by the resurrection. And all through
the centuries “Jesus, the historical form of Jesus of Naza-
reth, has been the ilumedlate way to God for man.......Jesus
belongs in any event to the present.®

Even a critic like Klausner (113) has this to say of
Jesus: “The contradlctory traits in His character, its posi-

tive and negative asgecits, His harshness and gentleness, Hls

(113) Op. cit. p 411,
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clear vision combined with His 310353 ??

these united to make Him a force and 'iafinenééﬁ§ar which

history has never fford sarallel.” In view of the

testimony ta”théﬁan  ’cé&eerisf Jjesus --- from such
divergent s.urces ;;i §§w is this well authenticated career,
1T 1ts recorded close is either fabrication or ignorant
falsehood, to commensurately end? We do not feel that His
personality can stop dead. I3 not the resurrection needed

to f1ll aut and satisfy this career? One wust not for a mo-
ment side step the question by suggesting that the Jesus we
know today is not historical but the creation of raul. He
was not for “when men make themselves a god they aiways fash-
ion him in their own likeness --- St. raul.was a rharisee,
and, had he been the creator of the Evangelistic Jesus, he
would have made Him in the likeness of é rharisee. It is un-
thinkable and contrary to atl our knowledge of him, that he
should have risen so far above himself as to concelive that
transcendent ideal......To concelve an 1deal he wust have
been himseil so less than d&ivine, and 1t remains that we

should transfer to him the adoration which we have palid to

Jesus, "(114)

b. THE DENIAL OF THE wIRACULOUS. The stumbliing block
to most eritics who deny the CGospel accounts of the resurrec-
tion is,Vof course, the necessity of accepting the miraculous
element involved. From a study of thelr writings one re-

ceives the impression that in a rather arblitrary and entirely

(114) Suith: “THE HISTORICAL JESUS" pp.87-88., See also "THE
ORIGIN OF rAUL'S RELIGION” by J. G. machen, D.D., The wac-
millan Company, New York, 1923,
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a prlori fashion the supernatural is ruled out just because
it is supernatural. Gﬁd 1s supernatural but He may only act
in a perfectly natural way. The question may be asked by
what right g@@,ig;iﬁ&s limited, and whether or not in making
such a limiﬁati@n one is not denuding God of those atiributes
which arekessentiai to deity. “The question of miraclies 1is a
comyfehansive one, starting with the philosophlcal problem of
the existence of a personal God and His reiations to the uni-
verse; passing next to the reiigious problem of the attitude
of God toward man and the function of miracles In His self-
revelation; and ending with the historiecal problem of the suf-
ficiency of evidence that certaln miracles were actually per-
formed. If the student of the Gospels 1s fully convinced
that there is no personai God, or that the universe 1is inde-
pendent of His will, or that sufficlient knowledge of God 1sa
given in natural ways, then the miraculous is ruled out, and
any report of it is absurd. In other words the athelst or
the deist is justified In affirming that miracles do not
happen. But the agnostic, and still less the theist, has
littie right to make that affiruation untii he has carefully
examined the historicali evidence that mlracies have taken
vlace."(115)

“ﬁiraclea are as great a stumbling block to modern
thought as they were a hely to the contemporaries of Jesus.
The study of the Llife of Jesus cannot lgnore this fact, nor

make little of 1it. It is fair to insist, however, that the

(115) *INTRODUCTION TO THE LIFE OF CHRIST" by Willlam Ban-
croft Hill, rrofeaser of Bibiical Literature in Vassar Col-
lege, Scribners, New York, pp. 174-5, See also "IN HIS
I4AGE" by William Jennings Bryan, Revell, New York, 1y22,
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question is one of evidence, not of metaphysical po8sibility”
and men snoul&iﬁéﬁsiew to try to 1limit the possibie.(116)
Iilingworth (117) feeis sure that if the Incarnation was a
fact, and Jesus Christ was what He clalwed to Dbe, the wiracu-
lous in His iife far from being improbable is the wost nat-
ural thing in the worid. If Jesus was & Being at home in
two worlds, as He claims, Wwe cannot separate Hlis perfect
1ife or matchless teaching frou the miraculous. “They in-v
volve and interpenetrate and.presuppose each other, and form
in their insoluble combination one harmonious pistture.”
"mliminate miracies froam the career of Jesus and the
belief of Christians, from the first moment that we have
undoubted contemporary evidence of it (say about 50 A.D.)
becomes an insoluble enigma.”(118) It would seem that Je-
sus Himselif reatized that ail in connection with the mirac-
ulous in His 1life would never be understood and so warned:
“pBlessed 1s he that shail find no scandal --- or stumbling
brock --- in me."{119)
) If the above statements are true then, to be consist-
ent in naturalizing the resurrection narratives, the critic
must éonfine himseif to the position of the atheist, delst,
or agnostic and carry out this same prograw in connection

with every phase of the career of Jesus.

c. HIS SAVIOURHOOD. The historic witness of the
Church has been that Jesus on Calvary made vicarlous atone-

ment for the sin of the world and that His bodily resurrec-

(116) Rhees: up. ¢it. p 0. (117) "DIVINE IisuANENCE"
pp. B8=89, (118) Sanday: Op. cit. ppe 113-115,
{(11y) matthew 11:6,




tion was (a) the needed proof that His de&thuaffﬁring x&s
acceuted; and (b) an earnest of the future beéily resarrec~
tion of beilevers. Denying Jesus’ resurreetian eliminatea
our assurance of these two facts so dear te ﬁhe saul. Dues
this not then mean that Jesus’ aeath was aniy that of an
unfortunate wartyr and ueaningless for us a&l? If He éié
not rise frowm the dead in what reapeet‘w&s His experience in
death any different frou that of any man aﬁd in what sense
can he be said to have triumphed over death, tov have accom~
plished anything for us? One granis that death did not an-
nihilate Him, but neither, we feel, 4ld it those myriads who
preceded Him in death. If His experience was the sagme as
His predecessors in what respect has the power of death over
wan been broken? In splte of the aubitlon and conviction

of the Apostle raul (I Cor.15:26) death still reigns and
would seew to De the one thing outside the souvereignty of
God and beyond the range of Hls power. Would it not seem
then that man needs some better way of salvation than that

in the defense of which martyrdom has poured out 1ts biood?

3., The Integrity of the New Testament Scripture.

The positlon has aiready been taxen that the virgin
birth narratives are an integral part of our canonical
Scripture and that to eiri.inate the one mutilates the other,
and wakes 1lmpossible our unquestioned confidence in its
authority and veracliy. The arguwent need not be presented
in detail here. Buffice it to make three statewents: (a)

The superiority of our canonical Scriptures is patent, as 11~

lustrated in a coupdrison between the New Testament and apoc-
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The writers of thegse latter were no mean ar-

ryphal gdg
tists. he \g@ggg@&‘fine imaginations but for the task
;ﬁiaﬂ alone would not suffice. 1t was
not for iaéﬁfaf'a, térdfaile&, but rather for
this --- that he atte ‘ﬁimpagﬁible task of deallng
imaginatively wiﬁhithﬁ 5uyernatﬁral. How then aild 1t come to
pass that when others with every recourse of genius and ard
disastrously falled auf’Evangelists have so consplcuocusly
succesded? The reason is simply this --- that théy were noi
creators but historians; they were not dsaling imaginatively
with “he gapernatural but reporting an actual manifestation®
and the evidence of their experience must not he overlooked
or undervalued. “Here lies the supreme and incontrovertible
svidence of the historicity of tas tGogpels. The final decis-
1on rests not with the critles, vut with the saints; and
their verdict is unanimous and unfaltering. They know the

Divine Original and they attest the faithfulness of the

[
-

porbtralt.”"{(120) Jesus had written nothing 20 the Bvangelists
aid not ﬂrite until approaching the time when eye-witnesses
were dying off and then they wrote Tor fubure generatlons. As
a result they glve us vivid olctures of Jesus, not slmply in-
rormabive but convinecing as to His claims. {b) wmodern crit-
ics have torm the Gospels to pleces at will and one cannodl

hut wonder at the criteria used. Editor Afher editor plays
hig urhanny part, treadbing the material frcely, and it would

almogt scem that one should be grateful that when thelr work

(12¢) Smith: "THE HISTORICAL JESUE" pp. 34-35,117.
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is done there r@maiﬁs a remnant of material which may be re-

garded as %rﬁﬁtwsrthy; even though the crite by which the

original text 13 ais%irauib“eé from the e& \mri&l:&é&iﬁi@ﬂs
or interyrstaﬁiﬁna are not alw&gg k ifie or satis-
Truetory n&turg.k One gra 1@135'&re ?ecogu
nized, but 6th~ ‘fﬁ»k sly aréataé. And the result 18

that we canﬁot:;fasﬁ ; ree%ré, we are thrown b&ck ugor con-
jecture, a field in which every critic holds himself Tree Lo

pursue his own way; and we have no authoritative and integral

text which we may accept as the Holy Bible. {(c¢) The resur-

rection story is just as securely embedded in the sacred nar- é?

ratives as any other incldent; and one wonders hLow, if it is

to be cast aside or so changed as to contradict the original,

our faith in the trustworthiness of the Scripture is to be

maintained and preserved from susplclon.




Y. CONCLUSION.

on . which this study reveals is that
the virgir ‘
closelglaéabaia:@&
are involved and the‘twa ide
dependent. Denying elther, the éﬁh&' abmeS‘extremeiy ur-
likely; admitting either, ﬁhekeﬁher 1g a natural assumption
and & most becoming complement. ‘mogether they form & most
appropriate introduction to and close of a unlque life and
career. To a surprising degree fLhe seme problems arise and
demand solution when the Gospel accounts of both are re-
jected. In both cases not only must the origin of the
ideas be accounted for bua also the early and wide spread
acceptances of the ldeas. In. eachfinstance there is the
fact that the main body of the Ghriﬁtian Church during the
nineteen centuries of 1ts history has accepted and taught
the idea, and in that position proépered remarkably well;
and this in spite of the fact that there is no antecedent
inclination in support of the attitude. Neilther is without
its importani bearing on the meaning for man of the person
and work of Jesus. Involved here are the explanations of
His personality, character, mission, and accomplishments;

indeed, to‘a’gﬁéat &egfee, whatever relation He maintains to

the race tc&ay;$'ﬁi§§arié%;§ritiéal research has justified

the claim of these narrativ a place in the early canon-

ical documentgéf the ﬁhur h with tﬁe ré%ﬁiﬁ that one's ex-
planation and attitude toward the integrity of ﬁhrisﬁianity 8

source Books hinges upon‘his disposition of these p&rtic&l&r




narratives.
While 1

these narrativ

tworthiness of

spect which has bee ,s_iémﬁﬁﬁsﬁB which.has

been ylacea~nggﬂ¢§§“
cut its history, and (b) the fact that it is easler Lo accept
the evidence for these two ideas than to account for them in
any other way. One feels, further, that the critlcs of these
narratives to expect popular and unliversal acceptance of
thelr interpretative rejections must come to much greater
harmony and general agreement in theilr exp1§nations. Truth
is not self-.contradictory; and blessed with both an appreci-
ation of thé problem and the best avallabie tools of re-
gsearch it would seem that their approach te’the iruth would be
indicated'by increasing unanimity. So often the acid used

10 remove the divine portralt blurs the human characier and
little is lefTt after all exclslons are made; 80 much so that
great sympathy is felt for the man who, once he has departed
upon a naturalistiec interpretation, finds himself lost in

the "Quest of the Historical Jesus” and the “Christus uyth"
his only harbor.

"parth, thou grain of sand on the shore of the Uni-
verse of God; thou Bethlehem amongst the princely cities of
the heavens; thou art, &ﬁ&‘remaineat, the Loved One among
ten thousand suns andé worlds, the Chosen of Godl Thee will

He again visit, and then thou wilt prepare a throne for Him,

as thou gavest Him a manger cradle;in His radiant glory wilt

LN

by the great body of the Church through-

h
|
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thou rejoice, as thou didst once drink His blood and His
te&rs'an& mourn His death! On thee has the Lord a great
work to complete.” {121) And unto Him Who is able to guard
us from stumbling, and to set us before thé presence of His
glory without blemish in exceeding joy, may there be glory,
majesty, dominion, and power, before all time, aﬁ&‘aﬁw;‘&ﬁé

for evermore.

(121) “DAS LEBEN JESU" fPressel, Reutlingen, 1857, p 553.

Gl L




	TH C_549 - 23533a - Negative Elements in Recent Lives of Christ and Their Resultant Problems
	TH C_549 - 23533b - Negative Elements in Recent Lives of Christ and Their Resultant Problems

