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od frequently calls his people throughout the Scripture to remember.  A few inspired 
Scriptures will easily validate the point:  
 

 
15 Remember that you too were once slaves in the land of Egypt, and the LORD, 
your God, brought you out from there with a strong hand and outstretched arm. 
That is why the LORD, your God, has commanded you to observe the sabbath day 
(Deut. 5). 
 
18 Remember then the LORD, your God, for he is the one who gives you the power 
to get wealth, by fulfilling, as he has now done, the covenant he swore to your 
ancestors (Deut. 8). 
 
21 Remember these things, Jacob, Israel, for you are my servant! I formed you, a 
servant to me; Israel, you shall never be forgotten by me (Isa. 44). 
 

Why does God do this?  For one thing, He wants us to learn from the past, to not repeat sins 
previously committed, or to apply positive concepts we learned in the past to the present. For 
another, He wants us to remember who He is, what He has revealed, and what He has done so we 
are challenged to live faithfully from day to day and to hope greatly in what lies ahead.   
 Where Easter is concerned remembrance is of the first order. Why? Because the historical 
resurrection of Jesus, the Christ, in time and space, is the greatest event in all of human history.  
Why is this statement true?  Three reasons substantiate it:  

G 
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• The resurrection is the condition for the salvation of a sinner.  Paul talks about this in 
Romans 10: “9 for, if you confess with your mouth that Jesus is Lord and believe 
in your heart that God raised him from the dead, you will be saved. 10 For one 
believes with the heart and so is justified, and one confesses with the mouth 
and so is saved.”  It’s quite simple.  Negatively, if you, a sinner, do not believe 
that Jesus is the divine Lord who died for your sins and was raised from the 
dead, you will not be saved from God’s wrath against sin. The positive side is 
true as well.  

• It is THE foundation for the building called the gospel, or good news of Jesus for sinners. Once 
again we appeal to Paul’s keen analysis of this truth: “6 For if the dead are not 
raised, neither has Christ been raised, 17 and if Christ has not been raised, your 
faith is vain; you are still in your sins. 18 Then those who have fallen asleep in 
Christ have perished. 19 If for this life only we have hoped in Christ, we are the 
most pitiable people of all. 20 But now Christ has been raised from the dead, the 
firstfruits of those who have fallen asleep. 21 For since death came through a 
human being, the resurrection of the dead came also through a human being” 
(1 Cor. 15). Destroy this foundation and you do not have saving faith.  

 
Based on these two points we can readily see why we should remember and talk about the 
resurrection of the body of Jesus from the grave.  His resurrection changes everything where 
religious truth is concerned, for He, and He alone, is the Lord of glory who left glory to bear our 
sin on the cross and rise as the victor over sin and death.   
 Not everyone believes in Christ’s resurrection, as you know. Why not? To believe it 
pragmatically means you must believe God exists as well as sin, that you are a sinner in need of a 
Savior, and that all religions which deny the resurrection are false and misleading.  So what do 
opponents do? They manufacture all kinds of arguments, secular and religious, to undermine the 
foundation which we, as believers, are called to remember as the basis of our faith.  Basically, the 
arguments consist of a battle between fiction and facts. They will say their position is factual and 
ours, as Christians, is fictional.  We, conversely, say the opposite.  Since so much hangs in the 
balance, therefore, ascertaining which position is valid is warranted.   
 With all of this in mind, we ask a simple, yet complex, question this resurrection Sunday.  
 

Is The Resurrection Fiction or Fact? 
 

If can be logically and historically shown to be fictional, then we all might as well live as we want. 
At this juncture, humanism, nihilism, materialism, and relativism seem like knee jerk choices for 
worldviews.  On the other hand, if the resurrection of Christ is highly factional, then, as I have 
said, this changes everything.  False belief systems, be what they may, should be dropped. Sin 
should be confessed before the living God, along with confession in His Lordship.  Life, as we live 
it, should be lived with Him in mind for we would be His people and responsible to answer to 
Him one day for how we lived.   
 Since our time is always limited, we must focus our interpretive attention on three lines of 
argumentation against the resurrection.  First, we shall present the given proposition/tenant, and 
then we shall offer oppositional truth.   
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Argument #1: The Resurrection Claims To Be A Miracle And Miracles Are 
Impossible.  
I apologize, but we will have to get a little philosophical for a moment because this is the area 
where the foundational belief of the resurrection is hit the hardest.  So, please, don’t mental check 
out.  Do mentally check in so you know how to defend the faith, and ultimately use that defense 
to lead sinners to the Savior.   
 Benedict Spinoza (1632-1677) is classified as a “rationalistic” philosopher.  His extreme 
views about God, viz., pantheism (or, “God is all”), caused him to be expelled from Jewish life, but 
this did not slow him down.  For Spinoza, miracles are impossible because the laws of the cosmos 
are god, therefore, there is no way god can, or would, break his/its laws.  Syllogistically, his 
argument develops in this fashion:  
 

• Miracles are outright violations of natural laws (which are god). 
• Natural laws are immutable (unchangeable). 
• It is utterly impossible for immutable laws to be broken, ever. 
• Summary Conclusion: Miracles are, therefore, impossible events.  
 

Spinoza’s cool, sound logic supposedly relegates an event like the resurrection of Jesus to the 
highly fictional level because it, by definition, purports to break immutable laws.   
 Thirty-four years later, in 1711, another philosophical scholar was born who in his lifetime 
did more to attack the possibility of miracles than anyone before him. In fact, his line of 
argumentation against miracles became the philosophical foundation behind most anti-
resurrection thinking in our day. His name? David Hume (1711-1776).   
 Hume, a leader in the Enlightenment . . . if ever a movement sported a wrong term to define 
it, this was it . . . wasted no intellectual/academic time arguing for people to place their faith not 
in religion and its illogical beliefs and beliefs of miraculous activity, but to believe in man, in his 
mind and ability to reason and discover truth by means of the scientific method. The late Norman 
Geisler, summarizes Hume’s basic syllogistic attack on miracles like the resurrection in a helpful 
fashion:  
 

• A miracle is a violation of the laws of nature.  
• Firm and unalterable experience has established these laws.  
• One who is wise proportions one’s belief to the evidence.  
• Therefore, a uniform experience amounts to a proof; there is  here a direct and 

full proof, from the nature of the fact, against the existence of any miracle.1 
 

Miracles, then, are out of the logical question because they would defy what we know about the 
predictable laws of nature.  So, could Jesus have arisen from the grave? Could He, as He stated He 
would, reverse the medical effects of death: At one hour, the muscles relax in a stated classified as 
primary flaccidity; skin sags, and bones begin to show; and the body cools at a rate of two degrees 
in the first hour, and one degree each additional hour. At two to six hours, the blood pools and 
appears to stain the skin (postmortem stain).  At three hours, chemical changes within cells cause 
the muscles to stiffen from the head down to the feet. At hours seven to 12 maximum rigor mortis 

                                                           
1 Norman Geisler, When Skeptics Ask: A Handbook of Christian Evidences (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 2013), 

72.  
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is achieved. After twelve hours, chemical changes within cells cause internal tissue decay.  And 
this is what happens with every death based on the laws of nature.  Hence, per Hume: to suggest 
that one Jewish man in his early thirties reversed this inexorable process on his own after being crucified is simply 
to defy logic and fly in the face of known scientific laws.  The resurrection, then, is nothing more than fancy, 
or, really, fiction.  
 

Analysis #1: The Philosophical Argument Against Miracles Has Leakage 
Both arguments of Spinoza and Hume begin with the a priori assumption that there is no god, 
hence possibility of miracles. But are they correct? We now know there is ample evidence to 
believe in a personal divine being, and there are a plethora of highly educated people who follow 
the evidence to a belief in God.  For instance, the teleological argument has been refined by 
thinking people over the years as they understand the specified complexity of the cosmos.  This 
argument takes this form where man is concerned.  
 

• Anticipatory design shows an intelligent Designer.  
• Human life shows anticipatory design. 
• Hence, human life shows an intelligent Designer.  
 

Put differently, it appears our cosmos and planet was uniquely and intricately designed just for us 
to live here.  Where microbiology is concerned, the teleological argument runs thus:  
 

• Specified complexity (or Irreducible Complexity) has an intelligent Designer 
• Life has specified complexity (or Irreducible Complexity). 
• Hence, life had an intelligent Designer.  
 

Sound and logical arguments, wouldn’t you say?  
 I just finished reading God’s Undertaker: Has Science Buried God? by John Lennox, the world 
class Professor of Mathematics at the University of Oxford.  Throughout the book, Lennox gives 
you all the reasons from science you need for believing in a personal God.  He quotes Michael 
Denton, a world-class scientist, who remarks, even the tiniest of bacterial cells weighing less than 
a trillionth of a gram, is ‘a veritable microminiaturized factory containing thousands of exquisitely 
designed pieces of intricate molecular machine, made up altogether of 100 thousand million atoms, 
far more complicated than any machine built by man and absolutely without parallel in the no-
living world.”2 And we are to believe this intricate design just occurred by means of mindless 
random chance in a hostile cosmos? Right. Lennox goes on to demonstrate how complex amino 
acids, which form the building blocks of life, coupled with the intricate structure of DNA chains, 
cannot, and could not, have just formed themselves based on how well they are designed.  I won’t 
dig into all of that information here, for that is not our major purpose. Suffice it to say, science has 
much to say in favor of a divine being if a thinking person will just follow the evidence to its logical 
end.   
 Since there is ample evidence a divine Creator exists, then we must nod our heads in 
agreement with C.S. Lewis, a former atheist turned believer in the resurrection, when he 

                                                           
2 John Lennox, God’s Undertaker: Has Science Buried God? (Oxford: Lion Husdon, 2009), 122.   
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remarked: “If we admit God, must we admit Miracle? Indeed, indeed, you have no security against 
it. That is the bargain.”3  
 What is a miracle? Here is a sound, biblical working definition:  
 

A miracle transcends (but doesn’t break) natural laws.4 . . . A magnet overpowers 
the law of gravity without breaking I by pulling a scrap of iron upward. A miracle 
overpowers (without breaking) the laws of nature. It is an exception to a natural 
law” (Emphasis his).  

 
A few pages later, Geisler draws this obvious conclusion from the evidence for God’s existence, 
coupled with what constitutes a real miracle:  
 

If God exists, miracles are possible. If there’s a god who created and designed the 
universe, then he can be involved in his creation anytime he chooses. If God is the 
source of all natural laws, he can supersede them at any time. No creature can tell  
the Creator that he cannot do what he purposes to do.5 
 

To deny the existence of God, a priori, and to refuse to truthfully consider and weigh the massive 
evidence for intelligent design, is the most illogical position one could take.  The evidence weighs 
in favor of a personal God who created all things, and who can, and will, use miracles to 
accomplish His will to redeem mankind. Hence, for Jesus, as God to say . . .  
 

 17 This is why the Father loves me, because I lay down my life in order to take it up 
again. 18 No one takes it from me, but I lay it down on my own. I have power to lay it 
down, and power to take it up again [italics mine]. This command I have received from 
my Father (John. 10). 
 

. . . is no big deal for Him for He created matter, laws, the seen and unseen worlds, along with our 
dimension and His jaw-dropping dimension. He did lay His life down for us, for our sin (2 Cor. 
5:21), and then He did, in fact, reverse the effects of death and rise the third day, just as He said 
He would (Matt. 12:40; Mark 8:31; John2:19-20).   
 Spinoza and Hume have it all wrong.   
 It is true that immutable cosmic laws appear to be unchangeable, but Spinoza has 
weighted his argument in his favor by suggesting that miracles like the resurrection break laws.  
Science merely tells us what the laws do naturally by means of observation.  Science does not tell 
us what must happen.  Science also supplies us with ample evidence that we have every logical 
reason to deduce that a divine being does exist.  This, in itself, creates cracks in the supposedly 
airtight argument of Spinoza.  God could not only become man, He could miraculously transcend 
our laws and resurrect himself even though His body succumbed to death by means of crucifixion, 
and was weighted down, in a mummified form, with over 100 pounds of spices while in the tomb.  
This is all why John believed Christ was, in fact, resurrected:  

                                                           
3 C. S. Lewis, Miracles (New York: Mamillan, 1947), 106.  
 
4 Norman Geisler, Reasons for Belief (          ), 80. ‘ 
 
5 Ibid., 84 
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6 When Simon Peter arrived after him, he went into the tomb and saw the burial 
cloths there, 7 and the cloth that had covered his head, not with the burial cloths 
but rolled up in a separate place. 8 Then the other disciple also went in, the one who 
had arrived at the tomb first, and he saw and believed (John 20).  
 

He believed because He knew that no mere man could pass through the heavy grave clothes and 
leave them undisturbed in their mummified form.  It was a miracle to end all miracles, but the 
living God who had the power to perform it.   
 Hume is wrong as well.  For one, he assumes, and wrongly so, that a miracle is a “violation 
of the laws of nature.”  Christ’s resurrection was not about breaking the very laws He established 
at creation, but transcending them in order accomplish His resurrection. He, who created the 
steps of what death does to a human body could, without effort, reverse that process, or transcend 
it in a way unknown to us.  Further, how can he deny miracles based on the wobbly premise that 
we should not believe in them because we don’t witness them occurring?  Just because I don’t 
witness a friend shoot a hole in one on a difficult par 3 doesn’t mean it couldn’t occur, ever.  The 
question is, as Geisler suggests, is do we have good evidence for the event should it happen in time 
and space?6  The answer is, “Yes,” we have a plethora of good, sound evidence from eyewitnesses 
that Jesus rose from the dead.   
 Gary Habermas, a world renowned New Testament scholar, has written an excellent 
defense of the historicity of the resurrection. It’s titled The Case for the Resurrection of Jesus.  If 
you have not read it, you should.  In this book, he develops four arguments to verify that the 
miracle of the resurrection did take place. I do not have time to develop them all, but I find the 
fourth one most intriguing. Here is the outline form of the argument:  
 

D. Conversion of the skeptic James (pp. 67-69) 
1.  His conversion 

a.   The Gospels report that Jesus' brothers were unbelievers prior to 
      Resurrection (Mark 3:21, 31; 6:3-4; John 7:5) 
b.   Early creed reports appearance to James (l Cor. 15:7) 
c.   Paul and Acts identify James as a leader in the church (Gal. l:19;   
      Acts15: 12-21) 

2. His suffering and martyrdom 
a. Josephus (Ant. 20:200) identifies James as Christ’s brother. 
b. Hegesippus, 2nd century (quoted at length by Eusebius in EH  
                 2:23) tells us that James was a pious Jew.  
c. Clement of Alexandria (quoted by Eusebius in EH 2:l; mentioned  
              in EH2:23) speaks of the Christian martyrdom of James.  
 

Here is THE question in light of this:  How do you get your brother to believe you are the God-
man messiah, the resurrected Savior of the world unless you saw Him with your own eyes post-
crucifixion?  James died for his belief that his older brother was the resurrected Lord, and because 
of this one historical testimony we should, by definition, call into question anyone like Spinoza or 
Hume who would arrogantly say we should not believe this event occurred because it breaks 
natural law or because we do not see miracles in our world.  James’s testimony gives us all the 

                                                           
6 Norman Geisler, Bringing Your Faith to Work ( Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 2005), 130.   
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reason we need to believe that the resurrection is not fiction, but hard fact.  What is fictional is 
the belief that Jesus never rose from the grave.   
 What about you?  Do you have little of these two philosophers flowing through your belief 
system this Easter? If so, I’m praying that God will speak to you in a profound fashion so you can 
move from spiritual death to life, from believing fiction to believing fact.   
 

Argument #2: The Resurrection Is Just A Clever, Complex Lie.  
For those not philosophically inclined, they might cozy up to the notion that the entire 
resurrection story is just a well-orchestrated lie created to substantiate Christianity as a new 
faith. This whole raising of Jesus raising in bodily form from the grave is, well, nothing short of an 
elaborate conspiracy theory, and, oh, how we love conspiracy theories.   
 Remember the first moon landing? I do.  It was July 20, 1969 and our family was visiting 
my father’s mother, my Grandma Lilly, in South Carolina.  Who wasn’t mesmerized when Neil 
Armstrong stepped onto the moon’s surface while uttering these memorable words, “That’s one 
small step for man, one giant leap for mankind.”  Ah, the event just made you proud to be an 
American.   
 Yet, while we boys were glued to the small black and white TV, my grandmother, who 
was born in the late 1800s, smiled with the customary dark brown snuff in mouth and said, “You 
boys know that those men are not on the moon.  They are just on some island somewhere making 
it look like they are on the moon.” I’m not saying my grandmother started the they-never-landed-
on-the-moon-theory, but she certainly got things going in the family.  Believe, me, you can now 
spend a good deal of your COVID-19 home time studying all the “reasons” why we never landed 
on the moon, but in the final analysis, the conspiracy theory begins to disintegrate under the sheer 
weight of multiple lines of hard evidence.   
 True, some conspiracy theories are harder to dismantle than others, but they get 
dismantled when facts are presented.  Lies just can’t bear up under the light of truth, but still some 
people think that Christ’s resurrection is just that: a big religious lie.  Is it?  
 J. P. Moreland and Tim Muehlhoff do an excellent job in their book The God Conversation 
dispelling this notion that the resurrection is a grand old lie designed by the followers of Jesus. I’ll 
summarize their argument in case you don’t want to read the book (but you do have a lot of time 
on your hands now that the COUNTRY is closed and there is no BASEBALL).  The authors ask 
us to consider what they call the five steps to a good lie. Once these concepts are presented, we 
are forced to ask ourselves, “Does this step fit with the gospel story of Christ’s resurrection?”    
 Lie tip number one: Tell lies which will ultimately benefit you.  Enter Lance Armstrong, the former 
biker of steal who won an unprecedented seven Tour de France titles.  How does he keep doing 
this, everyone thought.  He used performance enhancing drugs was the reality.  In short order he 
lost his titles and an estimated $75 million from sponsors who wanted a piece of his prolific, 
powerful action. Why did Lance lie?  Simple: to win big.   
 Enter the disciples who supposedly concocted the lie of Christ’s resurrection.  How did 
they benefit from the lie?  Not well.  Foxe’s Book of Martyrs tells how they all suffered:  
 

• James the son of Zebedee: beheaded by Herod Agrippa 
• Philip: scourged, imprison, and then crucified 
• Matthew: slain in Ethiopia with a half-axe/half sword weapon 
• Peter: crucified upside down by Nero.  
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I’ll stop because I think you get the picture.  All of the disciples were martyred, saved John on 
Patmos, but even he had a hard time because Domitian threw him into a hot cauldron of oil before 
sending him to the remote, distant island. Their deaths for their faith doesn’t smack of men who 
conjured up a lie of all religious lies.  It rings of truth. They died for what they knew:  They had 
seen the Lord die and rise again.  As Peter says on the temple mount to unbelieving Jews post-
resurrection:  
 

29 My brothers, one can confidently say to you about the patriarch David that he 
died and was buried, and his tomb is in our midst to this day. 30 But since he was a 
prophet and knew that God had sworn an oath to him that he would set one of his 
descendants upon his throne, 31 he foresaw and spoke of the resurrection of the 
Messiah, that neither was he abandoned to the netherworld nor did his flesh see 
corruption. 32 God raised this Jesus; of this we are all witnesses (Acts 2).   
 

They were not liars. They were eye-witnesses to the outright miracle of the resurrection. All their 
story benefitted them was seeing sinners become saints.  
 Lie tip number two: Don’t give a lot of specific names or places which can be verified.  If you have high 
school students, you know what I mean.  If you were a high school student, you know what I 
mean.  The less you say about what you were really doing on Friday night with your buds the 
better, right. Dad, “Say, where did you guys go last night?” Student, “Ah, we just drove around.” 
Dad, “What did you do when you got to where you were going?” Student: “Ah, you know, man, 
we well, just hung out for a while.”  

And if you do give a lot of specifics, be prepared to fact checkers. Remember the former 
news commentator Brian Williams?  He lost his job when it was (easily) discovered that he had 
lied about a war story from his time of reporting in Iraq.  Wikipedia now recounts the truth of 
what occurred:  
 

On February 4, 2015, Williams apologized for and recanted his disproven Iraq 
War story, which he had told on a Nightly News broadcast on January 30, 2015. He 
claimed that a military helicopter he was traveling in had been "forced down after 
being hit by an RPG".[44][45] Soon after it aired, Williams' story was criticized by 
Lance Reynolds, a flight engineer on board one of the three Chinook 
helicopters that had been attacked.[46] Reynolds and other crew members said 
Williams had been aboard one of a separate group of helicopters from the 
helicopter that had been fired upon, which was flying about half an hour behind 
and was forced to make an emergency landing because of a sandstorm rather than 
an attack.[45][47] Additional soldiers soon came forward both to confirm that 
Williams was not in the group of helicopters one of which had come under fire, 
and to express their hurt that Williams had inserted himself into the event.7 
 

Brian’s lie fell apart because he gave too many details others could embrace or refute.   
 The disciples were far from vague. Also, they gave all kinds of details about the death and 
resurrection of Jesus.  For instance, the disciples, a Moreland and Muehlhoff point out, went out 
on a limb and said that a member of the Sanhedrin, Joseph of Arimathea, actually buried Jesus in 
his own personal tomb (Mark 15:42-46).  Couldn’t Joseph have contradicted their story if it were 

                                                           
7 Brian Williams, Wikipedia, accessed April 9, 2020, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brian_Williams 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2003_Invasion_of_Iraq
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2003_Invasion_of_Iraq
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chinook_helicopter
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rocket-propelled_grenade
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brian_Williams#cite_note-PBS-44
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brian_Williams#cite_note-PBS-44
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chinook_helicopter
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chinook_helicopter
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brian_Williams#cite_note-NYTimes-46
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brian_Williams#cite_note-Stripes-45
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brian_Williams#cite_note-Stripes-45
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brian_Williams
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a lie?  Couldn’t he have been interviewed the by rest of the Sanhedrin to ask what he was up to? 
The disciples gave specifics all along the way, even when it made them look bad, because they 
were not afraid of the specifics being fact-checked by anyone for they were true.   
 Lie tip number three: Use a credible source to add gusto to your lie.  Is this what the disciples did?  
Not really.  They started with recounting how the women were the first to the tomb, not the men, 
as you might expect.  Mary Magdalene and other women were the first to see the empty tomb 
(Matt. 28:1-8; Mark 16:1-8; Luke 24:1-10; John 20:1).  In a male dominated Jewish culture, the 
disciples chose to base their story on the testimony of women, which was completely counter-
cultural.  Why did they do this? Because they were telling the truth about the resurrection of 
Jesus.   
 I’ll stop here concerning whether the resurrection is a lie or the truth because I’m sure you 
get the point.  Everything about the story, from the arrest of Jesus to His cooking the disciples 
breakfast on the north shore of the Sea of Galilee resonates with truth.  And why is this all so 
important? Let circle back from whence we started:  
 

• The resurrection is the condition for the salvation of a sinner.  Paul talks about this in 
Romans 10: “9 for, if you confess with your mouth that Jesus is Lord and believe 
in your heart that God raised him from the dead, you will be saved. 10 For one 
believes with the heart and so is justified, and one confesses with the mouth 
and so is saved.”  It’s quite simple.  Negatively, if you, a sinner, do not believe 
that Jesus is the divine Lord who died for your sins and was raised from the 
dead, you will not be saved from God’s wrath against sin. The positive side is 
true as well.  

• It is THE foundation for the building called the gospel, or good news of Jesus for sinners (1 
Cor. 15).   

 
Because of all of this, I have to ask you a question:  What are you going to do with the risen Lord? 
He, who is alive and ruling from His heavenly throne, is standing up right now and waiting for 
your confession of faith. Don’t keep it from Him a minute longer.  Today is the day to be saved by 
the only One who can save you. And when you do this, realize that His resurrection power will 
be your resurrection power.   
 
 
 
 
 

 
 


