Resurrection or Resuscitation?

Sir?No-one can disagree with the concluding state-
ment by Lloyd Davies and Lloyd Davies that 'faith does

not require the abandonment of thought o= the assent

to concepts POt scientifically acceptable.' ©Om the other
hand, the process ©f thought I8 not helped by the

adoption of hypotheses based on a selective reading °of
the available evidence.

The only evidence which is available for details of
the events surrounding the crucifixion of jegug is
found in the New Testament documents. There is no
room here to discuss the rellablllty of these records [I,
2] but I intend to take them at their face value as the
authors appear t° have done. I yill, however, give the
same Ccredence to all the record and not be selective in
my handling of the evidence. I will also resist the yrge
to speculate o» the mechanism of jegyg'g death. At a
remove of almost 2,000 years any conclusions are of

necessity very tentative. I would only emphasise the
point made by the authors that all the Gospel writers

imply that the death ofgJegyg was yoluntary, i keeping
with His statement that 'No-one takes (my life) from

me, butI 1ay it down of my oW accord' [3].

The outline of the events of the crucifixion up t°
the point of death are aCCuratelY set out by the
authors. The early death of jpgyg occasioned surprise
and led Pilate to seek confirmation from the comman-
der of the execution squad that death had occurred.
The centurion was clear in his evidence [4] and it was
only then that pilate gave permission for the body to
be handed over to Joseph of Arimathea, = prominent
member of the Jeyjigh council and a secret disciple of
Jesus. Contrary to the statement of the authors that we
do not know who took the body down, it is clearly stat-

ed that Joseph 'took down the body, wrapped it in
linen and placed it in a tomb cut out of the rock' [5],

The other Gospels all agree that the bOdy was placed
in the tomb, not taken away and tended as Suggested

in the current hypothesis [6].
rejecting these statements while accepting the details

I can see no reason for

of the crucifixion.

The incident of the spear Wwound is important. Lloyd
Davies and Lloyd Davies zrgue that the word used by
the author of john'g Gospel means 'to prick' rather
than 'to pierce'. My lexicon gives the meanings 'to
prick, pierce, wound, stab; tear'. More jipportantly, the
author himself ObViOUS].Y thought the word synony -
mous with the word which the Lloyd Davies accept as
undoubtedly meaning 't pierce' o= he would not have
inserted the quotation referred to in john 19:37. He
clearly had a gaping wound in mind as in Johnp 20 he
reports Jesus =° instructing Thomas to 'reach out your
hand and thrust it into my side.' In interpreting the
use of Greek words by the New Testament writers (who
did write classical Greek) their use of the word is of
more importance than the classical derivation of that
word. The Significance of the soldier's actions are
glossed over by the authors. This was not a solider
standing idly at the foot of the cross and whiling away
the time. This was a member of a squad detailed to
ensure that the victims were dead so that they could be
removed from the cross before the jayigh festival. Hav-
ing broken the legs of the other victims to hasten their
death he found jegyg dead and rather than breaking
His legs he stabbed Him to ensure that He was dead. A
trained soldier handles his weapons instinctively and
would without thinking aim for the heart. Hence the
effusion of 'blood and water' although Jesug was dead.

This, incidentally, is the only episode in the whole
story which is specifically said to be vouched for by an
eyewitness [7].

The Lloyd Davies rightly assume that a considerable
time must have elapsed between the death (or appar-
ent death) of Jegyg and the body being handed over to
His followers because of the inevitable delay in obtain-
ing permission from Pilate. They have missed the sig—
nificance of this fact. we have already seen that Jegus
remained on the cross until taken down by Joseph, he
was gufficiently unconscious throughout that period to
fool the experienced Roman execution squad into
thinking that He was dead, then He would in any case
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have died of suffocation. Breathing during crucifixion
required the active raising of the body == the nailed
arms and legs. This was the exquisite torture Of this
method of execution. (Hence the breaking of the legs
to hasten death.) Once Jegys had swooned He would
no longer be able to breath and death would rapidly
supervene.

The handling of the evidence on the gppearances ©F
Jesus after the resurrection is also open ° criticism.
The statement that 'with the exception of the Ascen-
sion, no-one saw (visualised) Dim' is not in keeping
with the text. Accepting that 'horao' g+, carry the
meaning of seeing with the mind as well as its primary
meaning of to see or to behold (3g does our own verb
to gee), it is not true to say that this is the only verb
used of the disciples' experience of the Risen Christ.
The verb 'theoreo! (meaning to viewwith attention, to
j_nspect) is used in some instances [8], Further, the cir-
cumstantial details given suggest 2 real presence and

not a psychological experience; hallucinations do not
commonly prepare Preakfast for those experiencing
them [9], The subject demands more discussion than
can be afforded here but the evidence is readily avail-

able to anyone wishing o investigate the matter for
themselves.

The fact of the death of Jegyg on the cross is of cen-
tral importance in the Christian faith. In the face of all
the suffering in the world, we base our belief in a God
of love on the fact of Jjegug 'voluntary death for us on
the cross' [10]. The attempt ° show that jegyg did not

actually die raises the possihility ©f major theological
problems. I submit that the gttempt has failed to

achieve its purpose ©% scientific and literary grounds.
The traditional Christian faith, accepting @ it does the
intervention of God as a cause for the resurrection,

requires less credulity than this attempt at rationalisa-
tion.

g.J. LEINSTER
Reader in Gyrgery, University ofLiverpool
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