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CHAPTER I

THEORIES AND PROBLEKS CONNECTED WITH THE TIME OF

CHRIST'S DEATH

A growing dissatisfaction with existing explanations
of the events and time elements relative to the crucifixion
and resurrection of the Lord Jesus Christ, togetner with
the intervehing time when His body rested in the tomb, as
nut forth by many recognized authorities, has given the

impetus for this investligation.
I. THE STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

The problems and main issues may easily be stated
with the followlng questlons: Did the crucifixion of the
Lord Jesus Christ take place on Wednesday, Thursday, or
Friday? Approximately what time of day was the resurrectlion?
Was 1t in the afternoon of the weekly OSabbath, the early
evening hours at the close of the Jewish Sabbath, or at
about sunrise on the first day of the week, Sunday? These
are the nrimary problems of the three-slded controversy.
‘Other, less important 1ssues are also closely involved, con-
cerning the harmony of the four separate gosnel accounts of
the events taking nlace in close connection with the greatest

moment of all time and eternity.



II. THE ORIGI! OF THE DAYS

It has been supposed for centurlies that Good Friday
marks the day of cruclfixion. Cathollics as well as Protes-
tants have accepted this without dissent, and millions of
bellevers have never even so much a3 heard the question
raised whether 1t could be possible that Friday 1s not the
day after all. To many persons & questioning of the time of
Christ's death and resurrection would Dborder on sacrilege.
Most commentators have taken the side of tradition and with
great erudition have expounded the original Greek text to
harmonize the rest of the Scrlptures with their theory.

That the resurrection occurred on Easter Sunday at
sunrise 1s llkewlse a well-established traditlion. Neverthe-
less, might it not be that false assumptions have been
responsible for misinterpretation, and false concluslons
drawn in days past have resulted in setting apart days not
warranted by Scripture? One must conclude that it is impera-
tive as well as scrliptural to ascertain the facts. The com-
mand 1s given to Christians to prove all things and to hold
fast to that which 1s good (I. Thessalonlians 5:21), Every
sincere Christian should be willing to see this.

v It 1s commonly assumed that the keeping of these days
1s based upon early tradition and that apostolic practices

continued uninterrupted through the centuries to the present.



This is far from the truth. Nothing can be egstablished on
the basis of historical continulity or tradition.1 Palm
Sunday, Good Friday, and caster are traditions of a much
later date, as church historians have apbly demonstrated. No
special days, apart from the first day of the week, were ever

observed in New Testament times.
III. _THE PROBLEMS OF ESTABLISHING A DAY

A very likely possibility of making a mistake 1s due,
in part, to the different methods of computing time among the
Romans and Jews. The former employed the system which is now
used, while the latter started the new day at sundown. Fur-
thermore, there seems to be a widespread ignorance among
commentators that the Jews observed specilal Sabbath days,
‘other'than the weekly Sabbath. Thls can account for the
erronsous assumptlons made regarding the day of crucifixion,
and once this day was set apart and observed every year for
generations, 1t was only the pext step that commentators of
all persuasions should tacitly accept this position and then
attempt to defend 1t from Scripture.2

Assuning at prezent for argument's sake that Friday

1Roy M. Allen, Three Days in the Grave (New York:
Lolzeaux Brothers, 1942), p. 12,

. ' “Herbert W. Armstrong, The Resurrection Was Not on
sundaye. pp. 1-2.
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was not the actual day of crucifixlon, that tradition 1s wrong,
and that most expositcrs have erred on thils point, how would
1t be possible to establish the correct day for the crucifix-
ion? The problem indeed becomes greater and more perplexing
when 1t is consldered that many godly men have thoroughly
studled the problem and yet disagree vehemently in their
conclusions. It may be almost construed as proof of Alexander
Pope's assertion that "fools rush in where angels fear to
tread," to attempt a minute investigation - of the problen.

The question still standsas to how the correct day
for the crucifixion may be established., It will be univer-
sally agreed that any study of the problem should be based,
primarily, upon the scriptural record. If it is then pos-
sible to produce additional proof from an outside source,
such as a historian or a computer of the historical calendar
of the passion week, this may be done. But under no circum-
stances must the scriptural narrative be set aslide in favor
of some other account.

Desgplte the fact, however, that on the one hand
certain authors state the 1mpossibllity of ascertaining the
chronological date of the year of the crucifixion;B other

authors, whether they be false apostles or conservatlve

3R, . Allen, op. cit., p. V3.
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biblical scholars, make elaborate calculations to indicate

the year, month, andday. An adaed »roblem exists therefore,
because of the variation of offered dates, to determine whether
or not the preclse year can be calculated chronologically, and
if so, which scholar's calculations are correct. The value

of such an investlgation may not yet be seen, but as this

study proceeds, it will be demonstrated that, once the correct
date for the passilon weex has been found, many perplexing

problems will dlsavnear.
IV. THE VALUE OF THE INVESTIGATION

At this point someone may well ask of what value it
18 to know the exact day of crucifixion or resurrection. Is
1t not merely a technical noint that does not matter? And
also, 1f some other day be establisnea for the crucifixion
and resurrection, does it mean that the Church must change
her custom to the correct day or days?

If 1t were only a technical matter ahd the investigation
a mere gratification of someone's vanity in proving himself
correct, it most certainly would not matter in tne least. If,
on the other hand, the establishing of the day of crucifixion,
2s well as all other chronology of the passion weex, results
in substantiatinig the accuracy .nd :armony of the various

azcounts and 1lluminating passages which are otherwise difficult
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to understand, the study is distindly worth while. To this
may be added the resulting apprecliation for some of the for-
merly difticult New Testament passages, a better underastand-
ing of 0ld Testament types, and a new vislon of the :eaning
of the cross. With tnese results no further incentive tve
to pursue the subject to 1ts conclusion will be required.

There also need be no fear that tne ascertaining of
the facts would have any bearing on the time-honored customs
of such churches which set aside a speclal day to commemorate
the crucifixion. In practice tne day can Just as well be
Friday as any otner. Does not Christianity observe December 25
as the birthday of Christ wnen it is universally admlitted that
He was not born on tnis day? Tne efrect of the truth would
thus not necessarily inrluence the observances of tne Church,
though, of course, 1t would pe by far better to have the
observances--if 1t 1s decided to have them at all--on tne
correct day, rather tnan on one we know to be wrong.4

The issue at nand then i1s to ascertain the facts
regarding tne deatn or Cnrist ana let them witness for the
truth; whether it be Friday, the day most commonly accepted;
Yednesday, the day more popular among Blble students at present;

or Thursday, the day in between.

41b1d., pp. 15-16.



CHAPTER 11
-THE FRIDAY THEORY

It can be sald apodictically that Good Friday 1s
looked upon by Christendom as a whole as the day which is a
perpetual memorial of the day on which Christ was cruci-
fied. Its observance 18 not of recent development. It has
been firmly established for centuries.? And to relegate
the idea of Friday as crucifixion day from the endearment of
Chriétendom to the realm of false traditions cannot be toler-

ated without first properly presenting 1ts claims.
I. ARGUMENTS FOR FRIDAY

The argument from antiquity. A orimary argumenf for

Friday as being the day on which Christ died is its time-
honored position. Practically all great scholars of past
generations accept the day. Lange, Edersheim, Alford, Smith,
and Jamleson, Fausset, and Brown are Jjust a few of those who
adhere to Friday. It was not untll Westcott wrote his study
on the ;;OSpels2 that anyone became suspicious of the accepted

day. One wonders, if some other day can be established in

1Armstrong,v op. cit., p. 1.

2Brooke Foss Westcott, Introduction to the Study of
the Gospel (New York: Macmillan and Company, 188C), p. 340.
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It 18 the easiest thing to assume from these verses
that the crucifixion took place lmmediwtely prior to the
regular Jewlsh Sabbatn. It 1s sald that the women returned
after Christ's burial and rested on the Sappath (Luke 23:56).
This seems to further substantiate the implication that the
Jews observed the regular Sabbath during that week, that
Christ hung on the cross on the day previous to the Sabbath,
which was the day of preparation--namely Friday. This seems
to be a simple expnlanation, in light or which all other
Scriptures should be interpreted. By the women's visit of
the tomb early Sunday morning the time or Christ's resurrec-
tion is established.

Thus the simpiiclty highly commends tne theory, for

it requires nothing which 18 not apparent in the text.

The argument from Matthew 12:40. Two verses,

Matthew 12:40 and Luke 24:21, require a rather loose interpre-
vation by those that hold to the Friday theory. These pas-
sages,.indiéating that Christ would be 1n the heart of the
earth "three days and three nights," are bé no means con-
8ldered a death blow to the theory. It 1is sald that because
Christ was general in many of His other prophetic statements,
this expression also 1s general and of aAvelled nature, dej-
splte the fact that Christ 1s using the literal wording of tne

Ola Testament. It in no wise specifically circumscribes the
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the time tnauv Cnrist lay in tne tomb.j

Anderson, and all others who propound this theory,
have to indicate that Christ ate the Passover meal. This
was done on the ISth of Nisan, in the evening following
the killing of the Passover lamb. Thls occurred on the
14th of the month of Nisan. The explanation is given
that Jesus rightly was crucified on the day of preparation,
but this was the preparation for the weekly Sabbath, instead
of the day prilor to the Sabbath on which the feast of the
4

Passover was eaten.
II. ARGUMENTS AGAINST FRIDAY

In 1light of the seemingly strong evidence in favor
of this theory, is there anything which may be adduced
against 1t? In order to show that the Friday theory 1is
‘erroneoue, 1t must first be demonstrated that the theory
does not meet all the conditlions, and then another theory
must be shown which will fit equally well all the evidence
used for Friday and the arguments which can be brough#égainat

Friday.

>R. G. H. Lenskl, Interpretation of St. Matthew's
Gospel (Columbus, Ohlo: The Wartburg Press, 1943), p. 494.

'aRobert Anderson, The Coming Prince (Grand Rapilds:
Kregel Publications, 1957), pp. 111-113,
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It 18 very probable that a question will be raised
by some regarding an attempt to disprove the Friday theory.
What 18 the difference? 1Is the questlon worth 1nvestlgat1ng?
To this 1t must be answered that the questlon 1s a11-1mportaﬁt,
for on 1t depends the authority and truthfulness of the Lord
Jesus Christ. While He was teaching the peple, the Phari-
sees asked Him for evidence of Hls authority as the Son of
God: "Master, we would see a sign from thee" (Matthew 12:38),
And it was to this challenge that Christ replied 1n the

familiar words of Matthew 12:40.

The argument from Matthew 12:40. Christ answered

the,Pharlsees:

"An evil and adulterous generation seeketh after a
8ign; and there shall no sign be given to 1t, but the
8ilgn of the prophet Jonas: For as Jonas was three days
and three nights in the whale's belly; so shall the Son
of man be three days and. three nights in the heart of
the earth. (Matthew 12:39-40)

Jesus staked His authority o:a this. If He did not
remain in the tomb for thfee days and three nights, He 18 not
the infallible Son of God.5 Once 1t 1s admitted that this
means exactly what it says, the Frlday theory has lost 1its

case. Even such higher critics as Driver, 3riggs, and

SM. R. De Haan, Jonah (Grand Rapids, I{ich.: Zondervan
Publishing House, 1957), p. 118,



12
Plummer adnit that although tradition insists that Christ
lay in the grave only one day and parts of two others, Christ
added "three nights,'which meant exactly what He sald it to

6
mean.

It is impossible to make the time stretch three
days and three nights 1if the cruciflxion occurred on Friday.
It 18 not at all necessary to assume that "three days and
three nights" implles exactly seventy-two hours. The condem-
ning factor is that only two nights or less are prbvided for
by a Friday crucifixion. Other Scriptures (Matthew 26:61;
Mark 9:31; Jonn 2:19), translated "in three days," allow for
~an interpretation of "within three days," or "inside of three
days."™ The emphasis 18 on the fact that the action must be
completed within the 1limit of three days. Agaln, even the
higher critics admit that the Hebrew expression in Jonah 1:17,
"And Jonah was in the belly of the fish three days and three
nights" refers to three literal days and literal nights. And
Jesus sald distinctly that as Jonah was thrce days and three
nights in the belly of the fish, so He would be the same
length of time in the heart .of the earth.

Now 1t must be admltted that the anclent rabbis,

6W1llouéhby C. Allen, Commentary on the Gospel
According to St. Matthew (Edinburgh: T. and T. Clark, 1907),
p‘ 139.
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according to the Talmud, counted part of a day as a whole
day. And thus by resorting to some Jevilsh custom, . two
hours or so on Friday, all day oSaturday, and a few hours
on Sunday are sunnosed to be equlvalent of three days and

three nights. However, the Bible 1s not interpreted by the
Jewish Talmud. Christ rej)ected the Talmudic traditions of
the Jews, and using the same literal expression as was used
of Jonah, sald "three days and three nights," and not one

day and two nights.7

The argument trom Luke 24:21, The answer of this

verse, made by the two disciples to Christ on the road to
Enamaus on Sunday afternoon after Hls resurrection, is indeed
a heavy 1lndictment of Friday:
But we trusted that 1t had been he which should have
redeemed Israel; and beslde all this, to day 1s the
third day since these things were done. (Luke 24:21)
The case agzalnst Friday looks black, indeed, for
Sunday 1s not the third day since Friday.

There are those who object that the term "the third
day" contradicts the statement "after three days." (Mark 8:31)
But the solution to thils apparent problem is found in the

Scrintures themselves. A look at Esther 4:16 and 5:1 will

"Herman L. Hoeh, The Crucifixion Was Not on Friday,
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suffice to indicate thut the exnression "on tne unird day"
1s eguivalent to "after turee Jdays and three nights,"  Queen
Esther had lmplored the neonle to fast 1or her for three
days and three ni:hts and then, on the third day, she went

before the king.8

The argument from the two Sabbaths. Another diffi-

cult hurdle for Friday to surmount has to do witan the ract
that there were two Sabbaths in that eventful week. There
was a "high day," the aay after the regular Passover

(John 19:31); then there was, of course, tne regular weekly
Sabbath.

Matthew 28:1 contains proof that there were two
Sabbaths. The first clause 1is rendered, "In the end of the
Sabbath," of more correctiy, "after the Sabbath." However,
to translate that phrase literally 1t should be renaered
"after the Sabpaths." The Greek wora translated "Sabbath"
has the plural form in the origlnal wmﬁ é}vr), This is
admitted by all.

As further proof for at léast two Sabbaths, the fact
should be notea tnat Luke says tnat utae women prepared splces

and then rested on the Sabbath (Luke 23:56), whereas liark

8W11L1am L. Petuingill, Bible Questions Answered
(Findlay, Ohio: Fundamental Trutn Puplishers, n.d.), p. 184,
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writes tnat uvney bought the spices whe:i the Sabbath was already
past (. ark 16:1). If these two »assuges reler to one and the
same Sabbati, utuaen the Scriptures contain a gross coatradic-
t,ion.9

Some seek to explain tne plural of "Sabbath" by
assuming tnat tne day was a doublea Sabbath; tnat 18; the
‘annual Sabpbath ind a weekly Saboatin nad come on the same day.
How this could make two Sabbaths out ot one 18 not too clear.
Certainly, a doupied Sabbath would be a new thing under the
sun.

why is it that the plural word has bpbeen translated
singular? It must be that tne translators were simply lgnorant
or tvhe fact that the Jews had other Sabbaths besides the weekly
Sabbath. And assuming that Christ was crucified the day before
the weekly Sabbath, everything must bend to their Friday theory,

even if 1t means a mistranslation of the Word.

The arguments from circumstantial evidence. There is

additional evidence which can be produced against the Friday
theory. When 1t 1s taken by itself it may not carry much
welght. Nevertheless, on top of all the direct evidence it

must be recognized.

2Roscoe G. Sappenfield, "Did Christ Die on iiednesday,
pp s e
Thursday, or Friday?" oOur Hope, LXIII (April, 1957), 0<0.
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There 1is, first of all, the argument from the two
silent days of the passion weexk. vommentators wio sub-
seribe vo the Frlday iheory--and nearly all of them do--
are forced +to conclude that there are two silent days in
this week. Counting from the arrival at Bethany, six days
before the Passover, 1t 1s sald that there 1s absolutely no
record of two whole days. This seems very strange when one
conslders the amount of space devoted to the events of the
last week, as compared with the rest of Christ's earthly
ministry.

Approximately one-third of all that is written in the
combined gospels relates entirely to thls last week,
out of a lifetime of thirty-three years and a public
ministry of over three...Every moment of His time
appears to_be accounted for [from the time of the a;gival
at Bethany], until the morning of the resurrection.

Yet when these days are pieced together, the Friday provo-
nents calmly assert that two whole days are missing. And few
there are who will even admit this; most of them do not deal
with the entire chronology of the passion week, obviously
because they sense some incongrulty.

One last evidence to be brought against the Frilday

theory 1is that of typology. Great sniritual truths are taught

through types in the 0l1d Testament. The Lord Jesus Himself

recognized tnis and indicated at various times that He Himself

10z, M. Allen, on. cit., p. 23.
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was tnhe fulfillment of a type. Go, for instance, in John 5:i4
He taugzht that the serpent which iloscs lirted up 1., the wilder-
ness was a tyne of salvation through His own 1ifting up on the
cross,

When John the Baptist called the veonle's attention to
Christ as the Lamb of God, he thereby meant that the Passover
lamb was a tyne of the Lord Jesus Christ. And the Apostle

Paul likewise had a clear understanding of this truth, when he

wrote to the Corinthians, "For even Christ our passoveris sacri-

ficed for us." (I. Corinthians 5:7)

Despite the fact that this comparison will agaln be
discussed lateron, it would be well to briefly note how Christ
completely fulfillea the type of the Passover lamb. 1In
Exodus 12 it 1is seen that the Passover lamb was set aslde for
death on the tenth daj of the month and 1t was sacrificed on
the 14th of Nisan, four days later. When Christ came riding
into Jerusalem on an asgs, as prophesied by Zechariah (5:9), He
was rejected by the nation of Israel (Luke 19:47) and thus
automatically set aside as God's lamb, earmarked for deatn.

If the type holds true to form, He should have been put to
death after four aays; but from Sunday to Friday are five days.

Surely everyone has heard of dilemmas with horns, to one of

]‘A. G. Krushwitz, A Scriotural Calendar of Passion
Wleek, pp. 1-2.

11
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which one might cling 1f his posltion falled; but here 1is a
dilemma without horns.

Baged upon these cited obJectinns, 1t can be seen
that Friday does not meet all the scriptural conditions for
the day of the crucifixion. The great strength of the Friday
position--its antiquity and uncontroverted acceptance--has
been undermined by the fact that this universal acceptahce of
the theory led to forced interpretations to fit the assumed
conditions. There have been no argumentatlive constructive
foundations laid for 1t.

Is there then some other day which will meet the
conditions in an acceptable manner? Those who adhere to the
Wednesday theory steadfastly aftirm that Wednesday can meet
every test and {B the only day probable and possible, Tnere-
fore it will bgq%b leave Friday and to state and analyze the

claims for Wednesday.



CHAPTER III

THE WEDWESDAY THEORY

One wrlter proudly assertis that only he could be
right:

We have now located, with Bible proof, two of the

prophetic days, the triumphal entrance on Saturday, and
His trials and crucifixion on Wednesday. Let us now
find the day of Hls resurrection; thenwe promise you
showers of proof establishing all [italics in the ori-
ginal] the days.

What ie the "Bible proof" for Wednesday, .and  where
are thease "showers of proof" establishing Wednesday as the
day of Christ's death? Before this subject is taken up, it
wlll be necessary to brlefly mark the divisions among the

Wedhesday adherents,
I. CLASSIFICATION OF WEDNESDAY ADHERENTS

Cultic adherents. The zealous adherents or twhe

Wednesday theory may be classified into two groups. First,
there are those who vehemently defend Wednesday as the cru-
cifixion day because they belong to a cult which holds that
Christians in this age must keep the law and therefore are

bound to keep the Sabbath. Perhaps the most cultic of these

1
William Fredrick, Three Prophetic Days (Clyde, Ohio:
William Fredrick, Publisher, n.d.), p. 25.
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men 1s Herbert W. Armstrong. He writes:

The New Testament reveals that Jesus, the a ostles,
and the New Testament Church, both Jewish and.. entile-
born observed God's Sabbath, and God's festivals--
weekly ‘and anually$2

Other groups also.stress the necessity of keeping

the Jewish Sabbatn. The Seventh-day Adventists and other
Seventh-day sects are especially outspoken on this. Many a
book and pamphlet has been written to defend their position
and to demonstrate that Christ dled on Wednesday and rose on
Saturday afternoon, giving Christians therefore no basis to
observe the first day of -the week. Perhaps the @ost widely

distributed booklet of this nature is Authoritative Quotations

on’ the Sabbath and Sunday, issued by the Voice of Prophecy.

It attempts to take away any ground for a Sunday observance.

Conseéfated adherents. The other group which adheres

to the Wednesday theory--and tnis 1s by far the larger group--
does so because it has a love for the Scriptures and consilders
them as the Word of God. In sensing the imposslibility of the
Friday theory, the constltuents of thls group endeavor to do
all Justice to the biblical teaching concerning Christ's death
and resurrection,. The cultic motive and slant 18 foreign to
theh, while there are stlill those in their ranks, to be suré,

who hold that the resurrection occurred on Saturday.

2Herbert W, Armstrong, Easter 1s Pagan. p. 12.
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IT. ARGUMENTS FOR WEDNESDAY

The argument from the time in the tomb. Whether a

group among those contenting for Wednesday has one or the
other-of the above-mentioned viewpolnts, the pivotal point
for them is still Matthew 12:40. The term "three days and
three nights" is assumed to mean exactly seventy-two hours.
‘This period of time, 1t 18 insisted, 1includes the interval
from the time the Savior's body was placed in the tomb until
He arose from it. 5 _
The different viewpoints have already been briefly
mentioned. Some groups--usually the sects--place the entomb-
ment at: or before 8ix o'clock on Wednesday evening, the éxact
moment at which the Jewlsh day changed to the next, Seventy-
two hours later, either. before or exactly-at six o'clock on
Saturday. evening, Christ arose. In elther.case, 1f this wersé
true--and this is usually why this theory 1s proposed--there
would by no Justification for the observance of the first day
of the week. For 1f the resurrection did not occur on the
first day of the week, then Sunday 1s of no speclal signifi-
cance. To have Christ rise at exactly 6 p.m. on Saturday

neatly saves the provoonent the problem of explaining how Christ

3R. A. Torrey, Difficulties in the Bible (Chlcago:
Moody Press, 1907/, pop. 104-105,
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could have risen on the Sabbath; nelther does 1t compel him
to hold that Christ rose on the first day of the week.

Interpretations of this sort are not entirely accept-

able to those sincere bellevers who merely wish to honor

God's Word. By them the solution 1s offered that the inter-
ment of Christ's body was retarted for a few moments, allow-
ing Nicodemus and the others to bury Him Just after sunset,

but definitely at a time within the following day. Dr. De Haan
writes therefore, not without some ambiguity as to the exact
moment of burial:

Our Lord Jesus Christ was cruclfied on Wednesday, He
died at three o'clock Wednesday afternoon, and was buried
at or about sundown that same evening, and.remained in
the tomb untll Saturday’ evening, and arose at the con-
clusion of the sabbath. A The Jewlsh day began at sundown

and ended at sundown. Hence, Jesus was in the tomb from
Wednesday evening until, Saturday .evening, arising.at the

beginning of the first day of the week which began immedi-
ately after sundown, , Only thus can we understand the
words of our Lord Jesus, that like Jonah, He would be in wh
the heart of the earth for "three days and three nights.'
Generally speaking, those who believe in the Wednesday
crucifixion seek to do honor to the Scriptures. They show
that they are willing to take God at llis word when they insist
on an interment of seventy-two hours. Yet another commendable

point to their theory 1s the recognition that there were at

least two Sabbaths durlng the passion week.

hDe Haan, on. cit., p. 120.
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The argunent from the two Bapvaths. Though .the

Wednesday proponents may not agree on the exact numbér and
position of Sabbaths during the week in which Christ was
crucified, they do recognize that there was not merely the
weekly Sabbath. There 1s unanimous agreement amonyg them
that with thenJews the fifteenth day of this month was
always a Sabbath, no matter on what day of the week it came.
It was an annual Sabbath, entirely apart from the weekly

Sabbath. >

The argument from the interpretation of &w&:‘and & i-

'Pt";”@.x ‘Those .who are not familiar with :the Wednesday theory
may wonder:how 1t 1s possible to place the resurrection of
Christ dn the evenlng. The need for it to be placed there,
instead of early Sunday morning, is apparent; &as otherwise
Christ's entombment would have exceeded the seventy-two hour
mark by several hours.

As proof for this posltion, two Greek words from
Matthew 28:1 are adduced, where it 1s recorded that the women
went to the tomb, supposedly on Saturday evening. The words
themselves will be discussed in detall later. -Sufrite® 1t to
say that the contentlion i1s that in emnloying these-two words,

Matthew 1s describing the visit to tne tomb by the same women,

5Fredriok, op. c¢it., p. 15.
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immedlately after the vabbatnh was over--not on the next
morning. Some suppose that just one vislit was made to._the
sepulchre, others belleve there were -several . visits, becausge

of the different accounts.®

The argument from the events of the passion week.

Those who examine the writings of the different Wednesday
proponents are soon brought to the conviction that there 1s
great confusion relative to the exact events of the passion
week. Scriptural accounts are very specific in describing

the events of that week. But just as there is one day missing
1f Christ was crucified on Friday, so there 1s one day too
many 1f Wednesday was the actual day of crucifixion. To remedy
this dilemma the triuwnphal entry is shifted ‘from Sunday to
Saturday, the Jewish Sabbath. ©Some who subscribe to a Wednes-
day crucifixion do not mentlon the triumphal entry at all;
others knovw that it must have been four days before the cru-
cifixion but say that the 10th of Nisan fell on a weekly
Sabbath that year. But in the latter case there 1s no attempt
made to establiah the correct chronological year-7 The posi-
tion is dviously only a "city of refuge." Consequently 1t

1s possible to always detect someone subscriving to thé Wed -

nesday theory, when he states that Christ fode as Messiah

OR. M. Allen, op. clt., pp.28+29.
7Fredrick, op. cit., p. 4.
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into Jerusiler on the Sapbath day, instead of Palm OSu.day.

These then are the main arguments for the ¥ednesday
theory: Christ's entombmert lasted exactly seventy-two hours;
Carist's triumphal entry took place on Saturday; and four
days later, on Vednesday, He died. Then exactly seventy-
two hours after His burial He arose.

While the integrity and sincerity of the theory's
proponents 1is unquestionaple, the degree to which many have
employed their God-glven common sense and reasoning faculties
in following out all the ramifications of the theory, 1s open
to serious question. This theory does not satisfy every

condition, despite the mapystatements made to that effect.
II. ARGUMENTS AGAINST WEDNESDAY

The Wednesday theory 1s packed with inconsistencies
and erroneous conclusions, unsupportabdle by clilther Scripture
or common sense. This shall be demonstrated in the following

pages.

The argument from the complete unit theory. The

whole theory stands on very precarious ground. It is a com-
plete unit tneory. Hacn of its narts is like & link in a
cihain, and 1f one 1link breaks tne wnole theory will comnletery
collapse. Once it can be positively demonstrated tnat the

" triwaphal entry .was not on the Je.lsnh Sa.bath but rather on
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tne t'irst day of the week, tnen the crucifixion could 10t
possibly have taken »lace on .ednesday. It will be remem-
bered that the triumphal entry was on tne 10th of Nisan
and tne slaying of the Passover lamb was in that year, azs
in all years previously, on tne l4th of [isan, four days
later,

Furtheriore, a demonstration that hlatthew's account
of the vwomen's visit to the tomb is identical to tae visits
recorded by the other evangellists, will all but destroy the

Wednesday theo'ry.8

The argument from the triumphal entry. There 1is,

. first of all, sirong cirumstantial evidence that Christ did not
come to Jerusalem on dSaturday. All four gospel writers record
Christ's triumphal entry (ldatthew 21, lark 11, Luke 19, John 12).
If the triumphal entry had taken place on the Sabbath, as the
Yiednesday advocates inslst, certain grave gquestions could
be raised. First of all, had Christ ridden on the ass on
the Sabvath day, e most certainly would have been criticized
for it. Halhe not been criticized before (.:atthew 12:10;
Bark 2:24; Luxke 13:14; John $:306) ror supposedly violating
tue babbath day? And would 1t not seem out of order and

‘entircly incomnatibvble with a Jewlisn owaboath to nave crowds

bR. {. Allen, op. cit., pop. >1-32,

e
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singing, cnoutling, and breaxing off branches fron the paln
trces, whensevere criticlsa was leveled agal:ist the brecking
ot heads of grain (iatthew 21:16)? This surely would have
been a gross violation of the usual solemnity with which a

Savvath was regarded.

In addition to this, the journey between Bethany and
Jerusalem, which Christ made with His disciples on the same
day (Mark 11:11), was two and a half Sabbath days' journeys
away, for Bethany was lqocated a mile beyond the summit of
the lfount of 0lives. Jesus returned to Bethany on the same
day (:ark 11:11) and therefore, He and His disciples walked
at least five Sabbath days' journeys on one day.”

To further indicate that Jesus would have violated
the Sabbatn, it may be sald that the cleansing of tne temple,
which Matthew and Luke imply was on the same day, could under
no circumstances have been carried out on a BSabbatn. Reli-
glous legalists like the Jews would never have tolerated the
transaction of co:umercial business that day, even though they
nermitted to have the temple defiled for worldly gain on
otner adays.

‘An added bit of conclusive evidence agalnst the Lord's

entrance into Jerusalem on the DBabbath may be rigntly called

9H. B. Hacket (ed.), "Bethany," Smith's Dictionary
of the Bible (New York: Hurd and Houghton, 1871), I, 285.
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chronologlcal evidence. These »roofs are given in distinc-
tion to the circumstantial evidence produced above,

S1ir Robert Anderson, well known for his scholarship
and erudition, has been of invaluable service to Christi-
anity by hils calculation of certain scriptural dates. He
is generally accepted as an authority on chronology relat-
ing to the prophecy and coming of Christ. Because his
calculations shall be referred to later, suffice it to say
for the present that his conclusions concerning the trium-
phal entry place the date on the 6th of April, A. D. 32,
which is Sunday, the 10th of the month of lean.lo Since
the slaying of the Passover lamb was four days later,
Christ most certainly could not have been crucified on
Wednesday. Some Wednesday proponents (like De Haan) agree
with Anderson's chronology and yet still cling firmly to
the Wednesday crucifixion.

One 1s caused to wonder why the advocates of the
Wednesday theory have not bothered to figure out some of
these implicatlions for themselves, 1nstead of calmly assert-
ing that Wednesday 1s the only day which meets ever condition.

and 18 true to the teaching of the Word.

1oAn_derson, op. ¢it., p. 127.
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The argument from the visit at the tomb. It isg

necessary to obring further arguments agalnst the Wednesday
theory to demonstrate how 111 1t fits all the facts.

When the date of the crucifixion 1s tabulated as
belng Wednesday, the 14th of Nisan, it follows logicélly
that Thursday, the 15th, is the speclal Passover Sabbath.
Thus Friday becomes a secular day between the two Sabbaths.
According to the Wednesday theory, the women bought spices.
on this day and prepared them, then waltsd until the weekly
Sabbath was passed before they made any nove whatsoever to
go and embalm the body.

That splces were bought sometime after the entomb-
ment of Christ is plalnly evidenced by the Scriptures
(Mark 16:1, Luke 23:56; 24:1). It has been explained by
some that the ﬁeriod of seventy-two hours was necessary to
dispel all claims that Christ was not dead. Thls may per-
haps be true, for sclence has demonstrated that miotic cell
divisions and other vital processes can continue for some
time after death. However, if the case of the death of
Lazarus 18 recalled, 1t should be noted that Lazarus' body
was decomposing after four days already. But we are led to
believe by the Wednesday advocates that the women faliled to
go to the tomb on the intervening secular day--égg;gaay--but
nagsed up the opportunity for another forty-eight hour neriod.

Then the women are sunnosed to have gone to the tomb at the
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same neriod which was offered by ifartha as an objection to
‘the onenin,; of Lazarus' tomb. How can this be?

It seems obvious that tne vomen went back to the
grave because they considered tne embalining after the deatn
of their Lord insufficient and 1ncodplete. And they wished
to stay the dissolution of the boay for as long as possible.
The only loglcal conclusion to.the matter is that the women
didn't go vack to the tomb any earllier than they did because
theycouldn't. There was no intervening day!

To follow the theory that M.ry Magdalene and the
other MYary (Matthew 28:1) went to the tomb Saturday evening

after sunset already is sheer 1nan1ty.‘1

ilsewnere (Luke 24)
the specific information 1s glilven that Mary Magdalene (and
perhaps the other fary) were among the varty that went to

the tomb early thé first day of the week. Why Mary Magda-
lene neglected to tell the others that they were going on a
fool's errand in the morning 1s difficult to understand. If
Christ had already met her the night before, why should she
g0 along in the imorning and then analilvely inquire where they
had lald the body of Christ (John 20:2)? It is far easier
to resconcile the d;fferent accounts of the visit to the tomb

by holding that tney were senarate revorts of the same event

11Fredric&, on. cit., 105-126.

—
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than to accuse hary .iagdalene of vein, sone sort of a somnam-

bulist.12

The arguuent from Matthew 12;40. It has already beon

stated that the pasls upon which the wednesday theory 1is
ouild 1s iiatthew 12:40:

For as Jonas was three days and tiaree nights in the
whale's belly; so shall the Son of man be three days
and tnree nights in the heart of the earth.

Nothing thus far has been mentioned concerning the
proper interpretation of this verse. Wednesday advocates
sum up their understanding of the verse thus:

Seventy-two hours later, exactly three days and three
nights, at the beginning of the first day of the week
(Saturday at sunset), He arose again from the grave.
#hen the women visited -the tomb just before dawn next
morning, they found the grave already empty. So we are
not driven to any such:makxeshift as that any small por-
tlon of a day 1s reckéned as a whole day and night, but
we find that tne statement of Jesus was literally true.

Three days and three nights is body was dead and lay in
the sepulchre. 13

It should be noticed that in atthew 12:40 the time
' 1ﬁterval 1s three days and three nishts. No mention is made
of hours, but Wednesday proponents are quick to claia that
this ieans exactly seventy—two_hours. Of course, only this

period of time 1s adventageous to their theory, for any less

125, s

i. Allun, op.clit., pp. 42-44,
it.

13Torr'ey, op. cit., pp. 104-105,

—e
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or :aore number of hours just would not do. lne signal im-ort
of the p.arase here 1s not tu.t cuactly seventy-two nours
saould be fulfilled, but that the Lord mcant exactly what He
sald; nothing more, nothing less.

The inconsistency of tne Wednesday theory is that
having determined that "three days and three nights" means
eXactly seventy-two hours, its proponents insist that Jesus
therefore literally fulfilled this by being in the grave for
seventy-two hours. Thereafter, all Scripture bearing upon
the subject is made to fit this interpretation. Perhaps
a rather l.ngthy quotation from Allen's boox is in order,
because he skilfully sv€e3 right to the heart of the matter:

Three nights and three days, although the =quivalent

in duration, is not a substitute expression for three
days and tnree nights, for they cannot be reckoned frou
the same starting-point nor do they terminate at the
same time. It might be conceded that tnere arc cases
where it would not maxe any difierence which expression
wag employed, out the present instance cannot pe classed
anong, them for the vital point &t 1ssue here is the
question of when the desiinated time terminated Litalics
in the original]. There 1s a difference of twelve hours

between them, and the JYednesday advocates are using this
very expresslon to advance the time of tine resurrection

twelve hours over that ge«erally acceptzd. I Jesus meant

three nights ana three days 1t see.s logical to assume
that, knowing; the distinction, ils would nave used that
exnresslon rather thian the one recorded. It also sceuns
loglical that we should accept lils statement Just as he
expressed it...than to stretch the expression to mean
exactly 72 nours, which 1s not necessarily impiied by
His words. X

14R. . Allen, op. cit., pp. 4C-47.
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The arecrraent from the Interor-tuation of nrophecy.

A major scgment OI those wno have cas8t taelr lots in favor of
the VWednesday tneory produce as one ol the proofs for holding
to this position the utterances ot Gabriel to Daniel in the
vook of Daniel, cnapter nine:

And after unreescore and two Weeks shall Messlah pe
cut off, but not for himseif; and the people ot the
prince that shall come snall destroy the clty ana une
sanctuary; and the end thereof shall be with a flood, &nd
unto the end - of the war desolations are determined. And
he shall confirmmthe covenant with many for one week; and
in the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and
oblation to cease. (26-27a)

It 1s falsely regarded that the antlcedent of "he" in
verse 27 1s the "Messiah" of verse 26. Without regard for the
"prince" that 1s mentioned nor the proper interpretation of the
last clause of verse 26--which can even by the furthest stretch
of the imagination not apply to Christ--the theory is expound-
ed that here is a clear prophecy that Messiah would only
minister for three and a half years, and that He would be
crucified on VWednesday, in the middle of the week.15

The assertions of one ol these adherents may be quoted
here to glve tne exact position:

In a serise this 1s a dual n»nrophecy, Christ died in

the midst of the prophetic week of seven years, after

5 1/2 years of ministry; but He also died in the midst
o' the week--.7ednesday. '™

A careful study of tne angel's words will show tnat

1SFredz*ic!c, on. cit., p. >0O. "OHoen, on. cit., n. 9.
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only verse 2.2 2p:lles to the ilessiah; the other portion
finds 1ts fulflliment in the one who 18 elsewhere referred
to as the "beast" (Danlel 12:11, Revelation 13:1). His
prototype was Antlochus Zpipnanes, wno sacrificed a sow upon
the altar. Therc 1s absolutely no basis for asserting that
Daniel J:26-27 propnesies t:e exact time when Christ would
be cprucgified in the nassion week.

Perhaps thése stated reasons will suirice to show
tnat the claim of the Wednesday proponents Ias been founded
upon sand. Facts will not confirm the claim that only this
theory can satisfy the Scripture narratives and all conditi-
ons 1n every respect. Once 1t can be demonstrat=a that
another day can meet all condlitions and h.s consequently
fewer problems and difficulties, simnle loglc and scholarly
nonesty require thut Wednesday ne avandoned as the day on

which the snotless Lamb of God--the true Passover--was slain.



SrlAPTak IV
SCRIPTURAL LVIDZICZ FOR THu TI.Z ELEMENTS

Because it has been shown tha: nelther Friday nor
Wednesday adeguately satisfies the varlous factors pertinent
to the time of the crucifixion, there 1s inferential p»roof
that Thursday was the cay. If this 1s true, the correct-
ness of this day ought to ve capable of being logically
demonstrated. Tie diverse Scripture references relative to
this monumental event must trall into their proper place,
without confllict or contradictions. If Thurday ve tne proper
day, thé theory would necessarily have to be harmonious and

free from incongruities.
I. INTERPRETATION OF KoY PASSAGES

Tne Interpretation of iatthew 12:40

Tne two theories which have been discussed nave been
founded upon certain key nassages; and one ol tne muin pas-
sages for each tneory has been Matthew 12:40Q, which nas been
interpreted in the light of certain false assumptions. For
tite purpose of dlscoverlng exactly how the verse has been
misinterpreted, 1t would vpe expedient vo keep the exact
wording of the verse in mind:

For as Jonas was taree days and tii-:e nilgats in the

whale's belly; so shall the Son of man be tnree days
and tnree ni.ate i1n the neart of the earth.
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liatthew 12:40 in tae 1iszht of Johin 2:18. At e d4if-

ferenu occasion Chrisyu was asked by the Jews for a sign of
His authority. To this He replied, "Destroy this temple,
and in three days I will raise it up." (John 2&18) In

this instance He spoke of the temple, His body (2:21),
Altﬁough the occasion for and the statement or Matthew 12:40
is entirely different, the Wednesday proponents have inter-
preted this passage as naving application to Christ's body
as well. "Tnen, based upon a further assumption that the
burial took place around 6 p.m., the Wednesday theory is
fabricatea. Christ's ovody having to be in the grave for
three days puts tneretore the resurrection at approximately

-

6 p.m. Saturday evening.

Matthew 12:40 in the light of I. Corinthians 15:4,

Often thls verse 1s produced to prove tnat Christ's body lay
in the grave rfor waree days. The verse reads, "And that he
was burled and tanat he rose again the third day, according to
tne Scriptures.” _ut 1t cannot be proven conclusively that
'tnis does not merely rcfer to the prophecy or tne burial in
Isaiah 53:9, "And he made his grave with tne wicked and with

- the rich 1in his deata." Tais prophecy has been precisely ful-

filled; Christ was crucifled with the two thieves and yet was

'R. M. Allen, op. cit., pp. 48-50.
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glven an honorable burlal »y the rich Joseph of Arimathea
(Jonn 19:38-42), Buu no matver in what dlsposition His pody
was, 1in John 2:18 Christ was speaking oI His numan habitation,
His body, which He would not be able to use agaln untll the
third day, when He would be resurrected. And this 1s to what

Paul makes reference in I. Corinthians 15:4,

Matthew 12:40 in the light of Ephesians 4:9. 1In

‘Matthew 12:40 Christ was not speaking of His body. The
Apostle Paul announced where Christ was for the three days
and three nights: "Now that he ascended, what is it but that
he descended first into the lower parts of the earth?"
(Ephesians 4:9) The same teaching is given in 1. Peter 3:9.
while His body lay dead in the sepulchre, Christ was in the

lower parts or heart of the sarth,

Matthew 12:40 in the light of Luke 23:43. There 1is

8t111l another verse of Scripture which would at least indi-
cate that Christ was not speaking of His body in Matthew 12:40.
To the repenting thief on the cross He sald, "Today shalt thou
be with me in Paradise,”" (Luke 23:43) What would have been
the difference if Jesus had said, "Today thou shalt be with
the Son of Man in Paradise"? Absolutely none. The real
person of Jesus wag not the body but the soul and spirit.

Had 1t been tne body, then it must be assumed that the thief

was buried with Him on that same day in the same tomb.
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The Interpretation of "the heart of the earth"

The logical inference 1s inescapable that the "three
vdays and three nights in the heart of the earth" have refer-

ence to the place of the 1living personallty of Christ rather

than to His body in the tomb. The phrase designates the
place where Christ was between His death and resurrection.

It would be dishonest to deny that great theologians
have held to elther view; that is, that the body or person
of Christ 1s meant. Most of those who are generally con-
sldered orthodox have indicated that reference is made to the
Lord's spirit rather than to His body. To these belong K8nig,
Meyer, Stler, Webster, Wilkinson, and Alford. The Roman

Catholic Church holds the same view.2

0ld Testament typology. A fact that is commonly

overlooked by most expositors deals with the state of Jonah
while he was In the belly of the great fish. Though the fact
cannot be employed to either prove or disprove the above inter-
pretation of Matthew 12:40, 1t 1s nevertheless interesting to
notice that Jonah was dead while he was in the fish. De Haan

‘demonstrates in a very convincing manner that this was the case.

2James Morison, A Practical Commentary on the Gosnel
Accordinz Lo St. Matthew (Soston: N. J. Bartlett and Company,
16884), p. 217
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The goul of Joaail went into sheol (Jonah 2:2) from whence
he cried, while hls body rested in i(cath in the abdomen of
'the fish (Jonah 2:1), Also, there 1s a description of the
place of "sheol" or "nhades," namely at "the bottom of the

mountains."3

New Testament teaching. Once the truth of Matthew

12:40 is understood, 1t is easy to comprehend that the
Scrinture itself sets the start for the three days and thres=s
nights. If the heart of the earth 1s the same-as Acraham's
bosom (Luke 16:27) or Paradise (Luke 16:32), and if the spirit
of Jesus went there immedlately upon His deatn--which it did--
then there 1s no problemn in d:termining atv wh.t tise of day
this took place. The Scripntures are clear on this. Christ
died at the ninth hour (Jewlsh tiuze), or about 3 p.nm.

(Mark 15:34; Luke 23:44). To apply tals time to the Wednesday
element would mea..v tnat Christ rose three days and three
nights later, or around 3 p.m. on Saturday afternoon. 3Sut

had He remained 1n tie grave until sunset or a few minutes
past--a8 Wednesday advocates assert--He would have peen dead

seventy-five hours and would have been ralsed on the fourth

day, 1nstéad of on the nhlrd.4

3pe Haan, op. cit., pp. 80-82.

4R. M. Allen, op. cit., pp. 53-55.
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II. THE EXPOSITION OF THE GREEK

In Matthew 28:1, another plvotal verse for the various
theories, there are used two contoversial words which should
be gilven some consideration. The verse under discusslon
reads as follows: "In the end of the sabbath, as 1t began
to da.n toward the first day of the week, came Mary Magdalene
and the other Mary to the sepulchre."

The words in question are© w& , in the phrase Gyré Je
&uﬁﬂéan' . Upon these two words most of the Wednesday
advocates base their pronouncement that two of the women
already made an evenling visit to the sepulchre. This 18 to
be conclusive proof that Christ had risen shortly after sun-
~get on Saturday , rather than around sunrise on the first day
of the week, The other gospels simply mention a morning visit,
8o 1t 1s this verse only upon whlch the argument hinges. It
was already pointed out earlier that it seemed ridiculous for
the two women to whom the resurrected Christ appeared Satur-
day evening, to go back to the tomb on Sunday morning to

anoint His body.

J A}
The Meaning of Qe

2 \
The definition of owyeée as given in the Greek lexicon
is "after a long time," "at length," "late." It also can
mean "late in the day," "at even." The adverb is in direct

7
opposition of the word npu,c



It must be recognized that the usage of this word
admits for conslderable latitude of meaning, .ccording to
the lexicon definition.” The underlying thought for the
word in English is "later on," "after," "subseguently,"
'following." Despite these broad meanings it will be admit-
ted that the secondary meaning "at even" 18 permissible.
And those that subscribe to the Wednesday theory hold to
this. The evening is sald to be between 6 p.m. and 9 p.m.
Therefore, as far as the time element of that word 1is
conQerned, one would be Justified in saylng that it sug-
gests a time near the end of the Sabbath. Let this be
granted, notwithstanding the fact that Lenskl rightly
remarks,

It is unfortunate that the R. B. has translated
dy d2ovBparov , "now late on the Sabbath day." This
would say that the women came to the tomb late on
Saturday instead of early Sunday. This might be the
sense of the Greek words used in the classics, but in
Koine owe& 1a used as a,preposition and means "after,"
"long after something."®

)
The Meaning of e MIPWokolan
[§
This word modifiesa)wé and although the other

word might be translated in various ways,’tm{)cd'(ow-ré has a

? 4
more limited meaning. It 1s a form of the verbcnw?K)rK«:-

5Liddell and Scott, Greek-mnglish Lexlicon (Hew York:
Follett Publishiag Company, 1950), p. 509.

°Lenskl, lMatthew, op. z2it., p. 1147.
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There 18 some little difficulty here, because the end
of tne sabbath (and of the weck) was at sunset tne ni-nt
berore. It 1s hardly to be supposed that St. Matthew
means the evening of the sabbath, thoughé&mégwexe 1is
used of the day beginning at sunset (Luke xx11il. S4, and
note). It 1s best to interpret a doubtful eXpression in
unison with the other testimonies, and to suppose that
here both the day and the brea&iné of the day are taken
in their natural, .not their Jewish sense [all italics
in the origlnal].

Alford notlices the two different interpretations, and
yet what he assumes 1s the correct Jewlsh sense of the word
is in actuality nothing more than the imposed meaning, derived
through "circular interpretation."

It can be seen that if the interpretation of Luke 23
verse 54 were equally applied to Matthew‘28 verse 1, those
subscribing to the Friday theory would find themselves
impaled on the horns of a monstrout dilemma . To be con-
sistent, they would have to hold that Christ was buried at
5 p.m. on Friday and rose at 6 p.m., on Saturday, exactly
twenty-four hours later.

As far as the Wednesday proponents are concerned,
they are also in a dilemma. It has Leen shown tnat the
gpeciflic interpretztion necessltates a reierence to tne begin-
ning of daylight. JConsequently, bot,n'owe and ém(fwo-xoéo-?

pronerly translatca in tne verse would renacer it tnus: "Late

Henry Altord, Tne Greek Testament (Boston: Lee and
Shepnard, Publisher, 1885), p. 309.
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after tne sSaovatns, as 1. began vo et light, tosard the
first aay of tne week c me ary Magdalene and the otner Mary
to see tme other sepulchre."

The recora harmonizes periectly with that of iark,
Luke, and Joann. There 1s no evidence tnat Christ rose
Saturday evening at 6 p.m., or shortly thereafter. Rather,
sinultaneously with the visit to the tomb by the two women
on Sunday morning, there was a big earthquake and the stone
was rolled away froa the tomb (ifatthew 28:2). It is the
most probable conclusion that Christ rose then or Jjust prior
to the earthquaxe.

For the present sufficient discussion has been given
to the time of the vavior's death and resurrection, and it
would be advisable to see what may be learned regarding the

exact time of Hls purial.
III. TH&E TINE Or THE BURIAL

For an extensive investligation of this seemingly
simple problem thne work of Allen snould be consulted. He
2lone seems to have harmonized properly the various gospel
accounts And 1isted their lozgical seguence. No one else,
as yet, seems to nave reached a sinllar conclusion on grounds
of Scrivture, tnough it seems to be the only conclusion pos-
slble in lignt or the Jewish culture, as well as tiae literal

meaning of the Greek language. 4Allen's view, though greatly



45
condensed,ls gilven bLelow, after a dilscusslon of the customs
regarding the Jewlsh Balaths.

It 18 generally belleved among Christians that Christ
was buriledaround 6 p.m. on the day of crucifixion. Those
subscribing to the Wednesday theory emphaslize  this fact
because tney start the period of seventy-two hours then. The
Friday advocates hold their view because they assume that

the weekly Babpoavh started tnen.

Jewish Customs Relating to Sabbaths

A word whicn i1s often mentioned in connectlon with
the events of the passion week 18 "the preparation." The
Greek wofd for this 1srn¢qox&ué. Luke 23:45 reads, for
example, Kurf/,cloa’nv rra.pn_o-lccur: --"and it was preparation

day." The meaning of the verbwarasrsvahe 1s "to get ready,"

"prepare," "provide","furnish."9

The background for this day of preparatlion is given
in Exodus 16:5,22-29, where loses instructs the people con-
cerning the commandments of the Lord:

This 1s the day which the Lord hath sald, Tomorrow 1is
the rest of the holy sabbath unto the Lord: bake that
which ye will bake today, and seethe that ye wlll seethe;
and that which remalneth over lay up for you to be kept
until the morning. And they laid it up till the morning...
And Moses sald, Eat that today; for today 1is a sabbath
unto the Lord; today ye shall not find it in the fileld...
See, for that the Lord hath given you the sabbath,

- therefore He giveth you on the sixth day the bread of

9Lidaell and Scott, op. cilt., p. 527.

—_—
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two days.

The Jewlsh Sabbath was no fast day and yet the Jews
had to make the preparation of food on the previous day.
Therefore, every day before a Sabbath was designated a "pre-
paration day."

As has Dbeen previously indicated, apart from the
weekly Sabbaths, there were other Sabbaths in the Jewlsh
ceremonlal year. These are minutely described in Leviticus 23,
Seven of these Sabbath days are mentioned in thelr order as
follows:

. The Passover Sabbath on the fourteenth day of the

2. The Unleavened Bread Sabbath on the very next day.
3. The Feast of rirstfruits on the seventeenth day of
the month.
4, The Feast of Pentecost, fifty days later.
. The Feast of Trumpets, in the seventh month,
. The Feast of Atonement.

The Feast of Tabernacles. '©

5
6
7.
Each of these Sabbaths was to be a day of rest, with
complete cessation of labor (Leviticus 23:25)., And each Sab-
bath had its day of nreparation.

Now a comnlication would arise if two Sabbaths fell

ODe Haan, op. 2it., np. 122-123.
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on succeedin;; days. The flrst Sabbath would ve considered
the day of »renaration in name only. Only one day would be
avallable to nrepare for both. This was exactly the situ-
ation in the nassion week. (Tne last chapter will deal in
detail with this area.) A proper understanding of these
Sabbaths and their preparation will help in explalning
opuzzling references in the gospels. The way 1n which the
days of the Passover week were described permitted consider-
able latitude of expression. It is therefore necessury to
interpret these accounts in the light of the Jewish customs.ll

For example, John writes, "And it was the preparation
of the pnassover, and about the sixth hour." (John 19:14) He
means that 1t was about 6 a.m. (according to Roman time) on
the 14th of Nisan, which was the preparation day for the Pass-
over Sabbath.starting at 6 p.m. The term "Passover" refers
to the feast day. The words "feast of" are omitted because

there was one particular passover day requiring a day of

preparation.

The Burial

Previous discussion has shown that Christ diled around

the ninth hour, or three o'clock in the afternoon. The

‘IR. M. Allen, op. cit., np. 62-62.
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subsequent events 1n the drama are recorded in John 19:31.

The Jews therefore, becausc 1t was the nreparation,
that the bodies should remain upon tne cross on the
sabbath day, (for that sabbath day was an high day,)
besought Pllate that thelr legs might be broken, and
that they might be taken away.

This was stlll on the day of preparation, the 14th,

and therefore must have taken place before S p.m.

Jewish customs relating to burial. The common bellief

1s that the Jews desired to have the bodles taken away before
the incipient day. There 1s, however, a wealth of contrary
evidence in all four gospels, which indicates that this was
not so. The Jews mercly took care tnat the body should not
remain on the cross durlng the daytime of the tollowing day.
Tne 1literal renderin;; of the exnlanatory clause in this
thirty-first verse of John 19 1s "for tae day of that Sab-
bath was a great one.,'" The rﬁfc'-/'e,oa would be superfluous
unless 1t speclally indicatea the daytime, instead the whole
twenty-four hour period.

The Jews did not particularly care w.en the Roman.
30ldlers removed the bodles from tne crosses, Jjust as long
438 they would not be there on the followlng day. The Lkiosaic
law relating to such a case is I'ound in Deuteronomy 21:22-23:

And 1f A man have conmitted a sin worthy of death,

and he ve to be mut to death, «i1d thiou hang hilnm on a

tree; Hls body shall not remain all night unon tne
tree, but thou shalt in any wise bury him that day....
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The evenin ® time. The arquwneant mlant e ralsed thao
both 1n ‘atthew 27:57 and jerk 15:42 there are strong indi-
cations that the words "when thz even we: come" set the time
or tiie burial before sunset on the crucifixion day,

Closely connectezsa with‘$1pé , the word discussed
earllier, is tae word $1p&L$ , trenslated "evening" in these
two pirgsages. Tnere can be no doubt tnet tne word n.s refer-
ence to tne eveniny;, after sunset, or tne evening watch.

The same word is usec in Lark 1:32 wherc t..ere is a clear
indication that tne time period explained commences with the
setting or tne sun: "and evening having come, when the sun

) . .,/
3id set." The nhrase aWy(Q feywo)ucrns exnpresses completed
action, for the narticinle 18 second aorist in tense; and so
the entire phrase could be legitinately translated, "When
it-was alrcady evening, tinere ceme a rich &.a or Arimatnea..."
In none of the six times tnat the woi'd 1s usea in the New
Tecstament 1is thnere any implled rererence to the time before
sunset. There is not..ing in the reflerenceswaich will not
o - s e aa s X 12
it into a time perind followin. tne sctting of the sun.

The loglcal conclusion from tinils rather extensive
discussion of "evening” must be taat the next day, tne 15th
of “isan, had already startved when Joseph oi Arimatnea went

Lo Pilate to ask (ore carist’ s boay. and tae body .ust still

2. . . \ X
1“dober't. Youn,, analytical voncordunce to the 3ible

(few York: Funk and .agnalls vompany, n.d.), nh. 206-310,
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nave ween nanging on thne cross.  The reason why Josenn went
80 late 1s not wlven. Peraaog onc writer 1s correct when
he remarks that

"when oven had come" gains significance from the con-
text that he "took courage" (iark 15:42f.). His going
to Pllate on such an errand was braszen audacity.
Beslides courage 1t called for extremecaution. He
chose the time when everyone would bve lndoors par-
takling of the Passover meal.

Pilate did not agree at once., Probably with custom-
ary orlental deliveration ne inqulired how Jesus could be
dead so soon. Then to get proor tnat Joseph's woras indeed
were true, he sent ror tne centurion (Mark 15:45), Itv 1s
possible that wne centurion was calied vo come from Gol-

‘ gatha., The fact 1s certain, however, that conslaerable time
must have elapsed berore Josephn--carrying nis hundred pounds
of spilces (John 20:39)--with the othersreached the cross.

More time must have passed before the body was
taken down, carried to the tomb, and the enmnalming began,
John records (19:39-40) that linens and a great quantity of

aromatics were used for the process. This must have been

very time consuning.

The embalming. The general picture therefore is that

nuch time passed by before the body of Christ was placed into

135, Spencer Kennard, "The Burial of Jesus,"

Journal
‘ of Biblical Literature, VXXIV (December, 1955), 230.
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the tomb. It seemc entirely feasible that this was not done
until 9 or 1C ».m. Several hours must .:a.e been consumed in
the embal.ing. The hundred pounds of splces were used up,
otherwise there would be no reason for the vwomen to return
on another day, having bought Lnore.14

Only now does tne real weaning of the lunguage of
Luke 23:55—54‘become apparent:

And having 1t taken down, he wrapped 1t in a linen
cloth and placed 1t in a tomo hewn in a rock, 1in whicn
no one ever yet was laild. And it was opreparation day,
and a sabovath began to grow toward daylight.

Day was approaching. Christ's loyal disciples had
worxed the greater part of the nignt. ut now it was Sab-
oath and they were defiled by a «ead body. In all haste
taey concluded their work, so that they would not be seen,
The law made provision that they could eat the Passover,
which they had mlssed, one month later (Nupmbers 9:10-12),
2ut by then Christ was risen and, He beling the Passover lamb,

15

there was no mor- necessity for the eating of the meal.

The violation of the Sabbath. Should there be any

"objection that this view compels the disciples to violate a

-abbath by working, 1t need only be pointed out that the law

commands only concerning tnls Sabbath, "...ye shall do no

) . 15
14R. ¥. Allen, op. cit., pp. ©o7-00&. Ibid., p. 63.
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servile work therein." (Leviticus 23:7») Cther people died
on tnese dSabuatns and novinere in thae la. was tuere said any -
thing against the burlal of a body on such a day. Had the
body been permitted to remain unembalmed, the dlsciples
would have had to walt for two days, and by that time the
decomposing of the corpse would have started, making the
embalming useless.
| The women rested on. the. seventh-day Sabbath "accord-
ing to the commandment"™ (Luke 23:56b) and, having bought
splces, returned to the tomb early Sunday morning to finish
the embalming of their beloved Savior. Great controversy
exists concerning that visit. Mark, Luke, and John defi-
nitely record a vist to the tomb early Sunday moraing.
Matthew's account, however, 1s very disputed as to when

the visit took place.
IV. THE VISIT TO THe TOuB

All four gospel accounts record the visit to the
sepulchre. It forms the connecting link of evidence ‘bet-
ween the dead and burled Savior and a gloriously rilsen Lord.

In 1ight of the discussion of the words dwé and
'Grn(P«;rxo of Matthew 28:1, it would hardly seem necessary

to devote another section to the study of the time when the

visit(s) took place. However, the problem has a cleur solution.
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The Problen

Since the problem is such a puz.llng one to many
minds, and since there must be a definite answer as to
why the four gospel accounts differ on this matter, at
least a brief attempt should be made to establish the har-
mony of the gospel records on this inportant matter. The
' key passage in each gospel is as follows:

In the end of the sabbath, as 1t began to dawn
toward tne first day of the week. . .{Matthew 28:1)

And very early in the morning, tne first aay of
the week, they came unto the sepulchre at the rising
of the sun. (Mark 16:2).

Very early in the Jjorning they came unto the
sepulchre. (Luke 24:1)

The first day of the week cometh Mary Magdalene
early,. when 1t was yet dark unto the sepulchre.
(John" 20:1)

Writing of the chapters 1in which these various
accounts of the visit to the tomb appear, that great scholar,
ﬁenry Alford, expressed considerable doubt:

Supposing us to be accuainted with every thing ‘sald
and done, in its order and.exactness, we should doubu-,
less be- able to reconcile or account for, the present
lorms of the narratives; but not having thls key. to the
harmonizing of them; all attempts Tto do 80...carry no
certainty with them. . And I may.remark, thau of all the
harmonies, those of’ ‘the 1ncldents or theue chapters are
to me the most unsatisfactory. Giving their compllors
credit for the bestu intentions, I confess they seem to
me to-weaken instead, of strengtnening the evidence, which
now rests (speaking mersly’ objectively) on the unexcep-
tionable testimony of three independent narrators, and
of one, who besides was an eye-witness of much that
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happencd.

The Solution.

This perhaps somewhat lengthy quotation from Alford
indicates how even men of great learning are perplexed by
these accounts. Yet the problem 1s by no means as unsolvable
as the quotation might make it appear. Space will not permit
.to quote the separate accounts of the early morning visits.
The narratives are familiar to most people. An effort wili
be made to merely plece together, as well as possible, the‘
various detalls in the separate accounts for the purpose
of reconstructing the sceneat the tomb on that resurrection
morning.

Most Wednesday proponents have arrived at the con-
clusion that there was an evening visit (according to Yatthew)
and a morning visit (according to the other gospels). But as
has been sufficiently demonstrated, this cannot possibly be.
The two women mentioned by hlatthew were the same ones who,
dccordlng tokMark, went to the tomb in the morning. Matthew
relates how they even spoke to the Savior, Assuming that
people behaved like human beings in those days, instead of
inveterate somnﬁ%uiists, there was no need for them to return
with splces on the next morning, nretending that they knew
nothing about His already being risen.

Bach evangelist tells the story in his own way with
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an eye to hls reader or reuaders for whom he has nlanned his
entire record. ©Should someone attempt to trace the reasons
each had for including Just what he did, he would be on some
uncertain grouna ana dare not be too insistent. Instead of
becoming critical, men should be grateful for the records
that they have.17

The four narratives we have stand as four witnesses.
.When one reads these gospel records, the one attitude of leven
the most critical reader must be that the reports are true
in even every detail. This attitude 1is unaffected by the
sslence of textual criticism, which should only rest in the
hands of competent scholars. The scholars' approved results
are most precious. Therefore no part of the testimony that
18 offered dare be discredited on any subjective or dogmatical
grounds as some critics.have done. So, for instance, Briggs
and Driver accuse Yatthew of maliciously mutilating Mark's
record of the sunrise visit to the tomb while they charge
Mark with the "mlsunderstanding of hls Aramaic authority"
for the accqunt.18

Whether or not an individual reader is able to fit

TR, ¢. m. Lenskl, Interpretation of St. Luke's
Gospel (Columbus, Ohlo: The Wartburg Press, 1951), n. 1168,

8w, c. Allen, op. eit., pp. 26-30,
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all the pleces in the nrcords togetner nas no bearing on the
truth and the correction of these pnieces themselves., What
one man cannot do proves nothing in regurd to more compe-
tent men. One should learn to patiently content himself
with the fact that there are some problems--and they are few
in number--that have not yet been cleared up. The Christian
student has only one Juty, namely, properly to combine all
the testlmony and thus to reconstruct the entire story. The
statement, whether made by Wednesday advocates or anyone else,

that this can never be done 18 unwarranted.

The Narrative

Matthew gives the moment of startlng preparation for
the journey by his use onva, and the general time of arrival
by ?;m(f(srlcpvm‘t. John probably has reference to the time he
knew his mother left the home, "it still being dark."

(John 20:1) Luke emnhasizes the time of the journey 1tself,
"very early in the morning," (Luke 24:1) and Mark the time

of arrival at the tomb, "and very early in the rorning."
'(Mdrk 16:2). The various emphases on the time of the visit
reveal only too clearly the various viewpolints from which the
writers explained the visit. |

Having felt the need for more spices and ointments
after the hurried burial on Thursday night (early Friday Jew-

1sh time), the women had decided to buy more and return to



ST
the tomb after the two Sabbaths were past. Right after sun-
down on Saturday, when the stores onened agalin after the
weekly Sabbath, they bought the necessary aromatics and
prepared them. Awalting the dawn of the first day of the
week, they already started out while it was yet dark. They
afived just at sunrise.19

There 18 1ittle imaglnation neéessary to visualize
what transpired upon the arrival at the tomb., On the way
- they had nrobably some doubt as to thelr strength belng ade-
quate to remove the stone from the entrance or the tomop.
Beyond question they had no idea that a Roman guard had been
placed by the tomb nor that a seal nad been put on the stone,

Then they came within sight of the tomb, and to their
consternation see that the stone has already been removed and
the door 18 expvosed. They all lead to the sane natural con-
clusion that tne tomb has been rifled by the enemies of
Jesus, the Jews,

An angel had come from heaven (lKatthew 28:2) and
rolled away tne stone and tnen sat on it. While the women
were on thelr way, the dead body of Jesus Christ 1in the
tomb had come to life and moved out of the closed -sepul-

chre through the rock. Because of 1ts very nature this act

19r. u. Allen, op. cit., pp 134-136.
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was witnessed by no one. The soldiers saw and neard nothing
of 1t. The tomb was then empty. But In tne next instvance--
Just as Bigns of nature had accompanied the death of Christ--
an earthquake shook tne ground, an gngel flashed from the sky,
perhans touched the stone, making 1t 1.ly trom its place; the
soldiers lay like dead, recovered, and then fled. The stone
lying flat on the ground revealed that tne sepulchre was
empty: the angel sat upon 1t, and before the womeh arrived
he entered the tomb. There i1s no way the movements of the
other angel can ve traced.

The women were convinced that the body of Jesus had
been stolen by the Jews., Therefore iary Magdalene turned and
ran for help. She apparently d4id not see the angels. A short
while later she reachea Peter and John. She tells taem, "Tuey
have taken away the Lord out of the sepulchre, and we know not
where they have laid him." (Jonn 20:2) In meantlme the other
women have seen the angels and returned to tell tne message
of the angels to the disclwnles.

Peter and John start to go to the tomb, and attver prob-
ably meeting tue returning women on the path, they run the
.resn of tne way, only to find tne tomb emnty, with the linen

bands stilll there, neitner cut :or stirinseu ofr. 4 strange
slght to behold! Those flat wranppings certainly confirmed
the testlaony or tae women: Jesus was indeed risen from the

dead )



CHAPTER V
OLD TESTAMENT TYPOLOGY OF THs DEATH OF CHRIST

A1l the Scriptures speak of Christ. While talking
to two of His disciples on the road to Emmaus He reproved
them for not knowing this fact:

0 fools, and slow of heart to believe all that the
prophets have spoken; Ought not Christ to have suffered
these things, and to enter into his glory? And begin-
ning at Moses and all tne prophets, he expounded unto
them in all the Scriptures tne things concerning him-
self. (Luke 24:25-27)

The 0ld Testament cleady teaches the death of Christ
ana His resurrection, in types and syubols. (Luke 24:46) If
this 1s true, then these Scriptures must certainly speak of
the exact time at wnich the lamb of God should be slain. and
be gloriously raised &s Lord and God. Some of these 01ld
Testament passages will be briefly discussed to see how
clearly and marvelously the sufferings of Christ were fore-

told, confirming the thesis that He died on the fifth day of

the week and was ralsed on the first day.
I. CHRIST AND GENESIS 3:15

The first prophecy of Scripture relates to this com-
bination of suffering and triumph for the “on of God. Christ,
the seed of the womsan, was to bruise the heuad of the serpent,

Satan. But Satan would be permitted to bring affliction and



suffering to the Messiah, by bruising His heal.

Many other references could be adduced which teach
the suffering of Christ, such as Isaiah 53, Psalm 22, and
Psalm 69. Taat Christ used the 01d Testament types on
various occasions for the teaching of deeper spiritual
truths 18 evident. In His talk with Nicodemus He referred
to the serpent 1ifted up in the wilderness as 1illustrating
what He had to go through. His use of Jonah 1s anoﬁher sign.
Beyond dispute, the greatest type which Christ fulfilled is

that of the Passover lamb.
II. CHRIST AND EXODUS 12

'The meaning of the Passover. A brief summary will

suffice to indicate what the keeping of the Passover involved.i
When God announcéd to the children of Israel His plan of
redemption by blood from the bondage of Egypt, He started
their calendar with the month of Nisan (XZxodus 12:2). The
Israelites were coumanded to take a male lamb of the first
year, without blemish, and set 1t aside on the tenth day of
the month (12:3,5). Then they were to keep it untlil the
~evenlag of the fourteenth day, when 1t was to be killed. Its
blood waé to be caught in a basin, then lmmediately applied
to the lintel and slde-posts of the door (12:7). The lamb

was then taken into the house, roasted, and eaten later that
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night, in the early hours of the 15th of Nisan. And no one
could go outside until the umorning (12:22).

Those dwelling withing the blood-sprinkled 'doors
would be passed over by the angel of death, therefore the
entire occasion was designated "the Passover." This was to
be from then on an annual memorial, to be observed forever
(Exodus 12:14),

The 1institution of the tabernacle changed only
slightly the Passover routine. It need only be mentioned
that among other minor changes the Passover would be slain
earlier in the evening or late afternoon, between three and
six o'clock, instead of at the exact time of the setting of
the sun: "Thou shaltsacrifice the passover at even, at the

golng down of the sun." (Deuteronomy 16:6).

The ceremonies of the Passover. The "Passover," in

1ts real sense, is the slaying of the lamb. In close con-
nections 1s the eating of it. These ceremonles, as noted,
accurred on separate days, the l4th and 15th of Nisan,
respectively, and necesslitated certain terams to identify
them. To these two oeremoniés must be added a third obser;
servance, This 1s the elimination of all leaven from the
Jewlish meals for an entire week, from tne 14th to the 21st
of the month of Nlsan. The 14th was called "the preparation

day" for the "feast of the Passover," or "feast day," a
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term iven to the followin. day, altnoush only a few hours
intervened between the killlng of tne lamb and tne eating
tereof. The term "Feast of unleavened bread" applles to
the entire week during which the use of leaven was forbid-
den. (Exodus 12:28). Thnere is much difiiculty connected
with determining the exact Jewish customs of Christ's time,
but as far as can be ascertained, especially in 1light of
the 0l1d Testament commandments, these are the right days

for the Passover, as well as the proper terms for the days.1
III. THE LAST SUPPER OF THE DISCIPLES

Commentators are at great varience with each other in
setting the tine for the last supper. There are those who
hold that the last supper was eaten on the 13th, on the l4th
or on the 15th--and many are the proposed reasons. The issue
at stake 18 not so much whether the crucifixion occurred on
Wednesday, Thursday, or Friday, out rather it is a matter of
reconcliling the various accounts for the purpose of syste-
matically setting forth the events on tne days of the passion
week (chanter VI).

When was the last sunner eaten? Most people commonly

1dentify 1t with the eatling of tne Passover laasb on the evening,

'Hacket, op. cit., III, pp. 2343-2351,
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tnat is, the first part o: tue 15ta of lilsan. sut tals 1is
iampossible. Jonn tells us tnat Snrist was crucified on the
preparation of the Passover, or, in other words, on the l4th
of Nisan (John 19:14). Of course Jona knew what hapoened,
because ne was one of tne dlsciples sent to uake preparations
for the meal. The statement is clear that the Jews had not
yet eaten the Passover before Cnrist was crucified: ’

Then led they Jesus from Calaphas unto the hall of

Judgment; and it was early; and they themselves went
not into the judgment hall, lest they should be defileqd;
but that they might eat the passover. (John 18:28)

Of necessity the conclusion follows that Christ could
not have died as the Papgover Lamb and at the same time have
eaten the Jewish Passover. The objection mnight be railsed
-that indeed iark 14:12 seems to indicate that the Passover
was eaten by Christ and His disciples:

And the first day of unleavened bread, when they

killed tne passover, ihls disciples sald unto him,
ihere wilt thou that we go and prepare that thou
mayest eat the »nassover? (iark 12:14)

In light of the above ex»slanation, however, it may
pe priefly mentionsd that 1t was an universal practice among
the Jews to set aside the lcaven a whole day vefore the legal
first day of unleavened bread. And the clause "when they
killed the »nasgsover" se:vs:s merely as an identification of

tne feast ol unleavend oread, at the tilume of the Passoverrz'

2R. M. Allen, op. cit., pp. 83-85.
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The nrenaratlion vinlch the disciples .ay have thougnt
to be for the next day was made the oreparation for an imue-
diate meal which became the Pasgchal iaedal of that year. The
events of the following morning rendered tne regular Passover
impossible. The time, therefore, at which tne supper took
place, was shortly after sunset, in the early evenling hours
of Thursday, the 14th of Nilsan, which étarted,-aa must be
remembered, at 6 p.m. Christ's remarks will gain real
meaning when these facts are kept in mind.
"And he said unto them, with desire I have desired
to eat this passover with you before I sutffer," (Luke 22:15)
for here He informs His disciples that He would llke to eat
the Passover with them but 1s unable to do so. I this inter-
oretation on the Last Supper see.xs strange or forced, it
should be remembered that while the memory of events was still
fresh, as 1t was at utne time when tne gospels were written,
statements whicn seem perplexing now may have veen readily

intelligible from a knowledge of the connecting facts.”

The antitype of tne Passover. It was mentlioned earlier

that one of the benefits for thls whole study would be the
clearer understanding of 0ld Testement tyvology, which of

necessity accompanies thls investigation. Perhaps nowhere

Sviestcott, on. clt., op. 23%9-340.
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1s there a clearer foresinowin. ol the events of the passion
week than 1n the Passover. Cnrist was a lamb without blemish
and without spot, free from all sin. He was chosen on the
10th day of Nisan, for 1t was then that the triumphal entry
into Jerusalem was made. At this timne Hec was set aslde by
the Jewish nation and rej)ected as their .iesslan--marked for
death. Not a bone of Him was broken (John 19:36 cf. #xo-
dus 12:46, Psalm 34:<0), and He was killed on the 14th of
Nisan at the exact time of the slaying of the lamb. Truly,
the type 1s marvelously fulfilled in every detall and Paul
well remarks that "Christ our passover is sacrificed for us."

(I. Corinthians 5:7)
III. CHRIST AND HOSZA 6:1-2

Again 1t 1is the Apostle Paul who wrote that Carist
rose agaln the third day, "according to the Scriptures."
(I. Corinthians 15:4) Thererore it 1s not surprising that
both direct tynmes and prophecles rerer to the tnree-day
interval of Christ's death. Tne propnet Hosea makes an
urgent anpeal to lsrael:

Come, and let us return unto the Lord: for he hatn
torn, and he will heal us; he nath smitten, ana he will
bind us un. After two days will he revive us: 1in the
third day he will ralse us up, ana we snall Live in nas

sight. (Hosea 6:1-2)

This prophecy has 1ts »nrimary anoslication to Israel,
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rievertneless, antlityplilcally tne languige 18 80 framed as to

refer in 1ts full accuracy o1ly to tne ldesslah, the ideal

Israel (Isalah 49:3), who was railsea on tne tnird day,
Although Israel was smitten as a nation, tne Messlan was tne
one that actually took the punishment for the natlion which
rejected Him (Isalah 53),and 1t was sald of Him that “he
shall prolong his days and the pleasure or the Lora shall
proper in his hand. (Isaiah 53:10)"

There is more meaning in Hosea's words than appears
at first. Just as Goda completed the work of creation on
the sixtn day, having made man, and started His rest on the
seventn aay, even so tne Lord Jesus, finishing Hls work of
redemption near the enda or the fifth day, entered into His
first rull evening-morning rest day on the sixth day. With
Christ tvne whole human race was dead and the judgment pro-
nounced upon Adam was carried out. The seventn day, the
interruption of the rest of God, was at the same time elimi-
nated. All creation was restored to the condition preceding
the fall--then it was in a jJjudicial sense; soon 1t will be
in actuality. For the second and last ti:ze God and man were

able to keep the seventh day rest..5

4Robert Jamieson, A. R. Fausset,and David Brown,
commentary of the 0ld and New Testaments (Hartford, Conn.:
S. S. Scranton and Company, 1871), p. 655.

5

R. M. Allen, op. cit., op. 29-100.
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The thlrd day iadicated the beglinning of a new crea-
tion.. It is the true rest day and the Sabbath had only been
a sign of thie to Israel. Thls new day 1s prophesied by the
Psalmist:
The stone which the bullders refused 1s become the
head stone of the corner. This is the Lord's dolng;
it 18 marvelous in our eyes. This 1s the day which
the Lord hath made; we will rejoice and be glad in 1it.
(Psalm 118:22-24)

This then, concisely, is "the Lord's Day," the day on
which Christ should be raised up and live in the sight of
God (Hosea 6:2). The exact day of the week on which this
should be established 18 indicated in type in Leviticus,

the twenty-third chapter,
IV, CHRIST AND LEVITICUS 23:10-11

Jehovah commands Moses to

Speak unto the children of Israel, and say unto them,
When ye be come into the land which I glve unto you, and
shall reap the harvest thereof, then ye shall bring a
sheaf of the firstfruits of your harvest unto the priest:
And he shall wave the sheaf before the Lord, to be accept-
ed for you: on the morrow after the sabbath the priest
shall wave 1t. (Leviticus 23:10-11)

Only as the New Testament 1s consulted will it become
apparent that this ceremony sveaks of the death and resurrec-
tion of Christ. He Himself exclaimed, "Except a corn of
wheat fall into the ground and die, 1t abideth alone; bLut 1f W+ die

-1t bringeth for-n much fruit" (Jonn 12:24). There is another
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verse which comes as a natural sequecnce, "But now is Christ
risen from the dead, and become the firstfrults of them that
slept' (I. Corinthians 15:21). To be the antitype for the
firstfruits, Christ needed to be raised at the same time
that the priest 1ifted up the sheaf of the firstfruits,
namely on the "morrow after the sabbath," which is the first

day of the week.6

V. CHRIST AND GENESIS 22:13

Among outstanding types of the tanree-day period of
death in the 01d Testzmenut is that of Abraham and his obedi-
ence to God's command to offer up to his son Isaac.

This familiar passage 1n Genesls need not be quoted,
but it is interesting to notice the New Testument commentary
on the verses, given in Hebrews 11:17-19:

By faith Avraham, when he was triled, offered up

Isaac: &and he that had recelved the promises offered
up his only begotten son. Of whom 1t was saild, That in
Isauac shall thy seea be called: Accounting that God
was able to raise nim up, even from the dead; from
whence he also received hiam in a figure,

From the time that Abraham decided to obey God in
this matter, Isaac was as good as dead. This is the reason

why Isaac was received back from the dead "in a figure." This

was done, according to Genesis 22:4, on the third day, when

1b1d., pp. 101-102.
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Avraham 11fted up his eyes and saw the nlace afar off.
There 1s a possiblity that tne mountaln in ioriah, spoken
of 1n Genesls 22:2, where the offering was made, 1s tne same
place where Christ was offered up. Josephus lndicates that
"it was the mountain upon which king David .fterward bullt
the t.emple."7 Although this cannot be shown beydnd the
‘shadow of a doubt, i1t nevertheless 18 &a probabllity , anda it

certaialy would be true to the type.
VI. CHRIST AND THE R&ST OF THE OLD TESTAMENT

There are many other types and direct prophecles of
Christ's death and resurrection. The instance of Jonah in
the belly of the fish, used by Jesus Christ Himself to
expound this truth, 1is one ot theee, To this sufficient
‘reference has been made.

Another passage dn which emphasis has been placed
on the three-day period 1s Exodus 8, where .oses expresses

his desire before Pharaoh to take the Israeclits a three days'

Journey 1into the wilderness to sacrifice to the Lord.
(Exodus 8:26-27)
The splritual meaning oi the three days 1s easily
discernible., Zgypt 1s a type ot the old life, the bondage
or. the flesh. God would never reveal His way to the Israglites

until they were separated a three-days' Journey from the

Tyospehus, Antiquities, 1. XIII, 2.




T
flesh 1ire. The three-day separation ooviously 18 the death
of the belilever to the oid 1life, followed by resurrection
with Chriscv on the third day.

Numerous. other examples oI 0ld Testament types could
be 1listed here. These, however, must suffice to show that
the prophets clearly spoke of Christ in relation to the time
of His death and resurrection. The Old Testament clearly
shows the -three days of death as symbolizing the finished
work of one of the members of the Godhead:. The seventh day
is a commemoration of the work of redemption by the Son;
and the first day the new order of things through.the fin-
ished work of the Holy Spirit by whom the resurrection and

the new 1ife became certainties.



CHAPTER VI
THE DAYS OF THE PASSION WEEK

Thursday is the day of the crucifixion! This has
been shown to be so by a careful analysis of the Scripture
passages used by the adherents of the Wednesday and ¥Friday
theories, which were clalmed to prove their position. 1In
addiﬁion to,%ﬁé;e verses, there 18 a great amount of clrcgm-
stantial evidence, as well as 014 Testament typology, which
favors Thursday.

Only one more proof need to be adduced to demonstrate
that Christ died on Thursday and rose on Sunday. If Thursday
fits harmoniously into the detalled chronology of this week
which 1s givenby the'gospel writers, there remalns no morse
argument against Thureday and reason to stlll cling to the

| unscriptural, 1llogical Wednesday and Friday positions.
I. THE CALENDAR BASIS

Thus far it has seemed wise only to use the Word of
God in the attempt to establlish the day of crucifixion. The
reason for this 1s plain. The Bible must always be the Chris-
tian's first and final basis for doctrine and practice. But
in establishing a teaching of Scripture, in addition to the
internal evidence itself, outside arguments may be emnloyed,

especlally 1f they appear to be founded on logilc and truth.
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RelJection and distortion by some. Among those who

hold the varlous theorles of the time of Christ's death are

those who deny that 1t 1s at all possible to calculate the

exact year and day of the crucifixion. It should suffice
to refer to the viewpolnt of just one of these men:

| Let it be reiterated, for the sake of clarity, that

we positively cannot determine, on a primary basis of
the calendar, or secular history, upon which day of thne

modern week the corresponding day of the Jewish month
of Nisan, fell. Such 1s imposslible until the exact
year of the crucifixion can be stated with certalnty.

Allen holds 1t an impossiblillity that the year and day
can be éstablished. However, much credit should be given him
for his ability to demonstrate from the Scriptures alone,
beyond the shadow of a doubt, that the crucifixion took place
on Thursday.

There is another group of peop:e who resort to calen-
dar calculatlion as one of the key arguments for their theory.
They will go to any extreme to nrove their position through vse
of.the historical calendar. Because of thelir zeal to expound
their theory, whether scriptural or not, and because of the
extreme varlatlon in their results, their calculations nmust
be rejected. Self-styled sciholars of this caliber can best
be detected by thelr nremise that Chrlst died in a certain

year. They would not dare divulze to others the secret of

1
R. M. Allen, op. cit., p. 148,
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wnere énd how they misnht have derived at such a date. But
orjce they have established the year, without explanation,
they proceed to determine laborliously the month and the day.
An example of this follows:

The writer has received two documents from our U, S,
Naval Observatory at Washington, D. C., confirming the
claims of the 0ld Testament and.New Testament that Jesus

~Christ was crucified on Wednesday, the 14th of Nisan, by
proving that the new-moon, between March 4th and April
10th in A, D. 30, fell on March 22, at 6:00 P. M. Green-
wich Civil time. According to Jerusalem time, this
would pe about 9 P. M. and that would put the new moon
in and about the end of the first watch of the Jewish
night, of the fifth day of the first week, of the first
month, Nisan, which is the first month of tne Hebrew
year.2

One can search in vain throughout this cited work for
the way in which the year A. D. 30 has been calculated. A

failure to establish this negates all other calculations.

‘Talculation and reception by others. There is another

distinct groun of those who hold to one of the three theories.
In this sroup there 1s w»rimarily one person whose calculation
of the year and day of the triumphal entry of Ciarist has been
acclaimed and accented by imost of evangelical Christendom as

being correct. Sir Robert Anderson's monumental work, The

Coming Prince, has stood for many decades the test of time and

scrutiny of scholars. Writng of the day on which Chnrist made

2Kruschw1tz, op. cit., p..3.
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His triumnhal entry, in relation to -he Seventy \Weeks of
Danlel, re says,

And the date of 1t can be ascertalnea. In accordance
with the Jewilsh custom, the Lord went up to Jerusalem
upon the 8th Nisan, "six days before tne Passover," But,
‘a8 the l4th, on which the Paschal Suwper was eatenl sic]
fell that year upon a Thursday, the 8th was the preceding
Friday. He must nave spent the Sabbath, therefore, at
Bethany; and on the evening or the 9th, after the Sabbath
had ended, the Bunper. took place in Martha's house. Upon
the followlnb day, the 10th Nisan, He entered Jerusalen
as recorded in the Gospels. :

The Jullan date of. the 10th Nisan was Sunday the.6th
April, A, D. 32. VYhat then was the length of the perilod
intervening between the issuing of tne decree to rebulld
Jerusalem and the public advent of "Messiah the Prince,
between the 14th March, B. C. 445, and the 6th April,
A. D. 32? THE INTZRVAL CONTAINED EXACTLY AND TO THE VERY
DAY 173,880 DAYS, OR.SEVEN TIMES SIXTY-NINE PROPHETIC
YEARS OF 360 DAYS, [capitals in the original] the first
8ixty-nine weeks of Gabriel's prophecy. ,
It 18 hoped that thils extensive quotation will indi-
cate beyond doubt that thne Thursday crucirixion 1s correct.
If the triumvhal entry was on Sunday, the 10th, four days
later, the time when the Pagsover would be slain, must be-
Thursday. Anderson's testimony increases in value when it
18 recognized that ne aoes not hold to a Thursday crucifixion.
(His error is that which 1s pecullar to most older theologians:
a fallure to recognize that there were t wo Sabbaths in the

passion week.)

ken like De Haan see the correctness of this calculation

3Anderson, op, cit

., pp. 127-128,
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in that tney place Thursday on the 14th of Nisan, which is
prover. But they nevertheless have been 80 enamored with
the exact seventy-two hour position, that they place the
crucirixios on Wednesday, having bean .compelled to shiit tne
triumphal entry back to the Savbatn.

There 18 one 1mportant fact brought out by all those
who have made an extensive study of the days or tne Passover
week. There is universal admission that 1f Christ maae His
public entrance into Jerusalem on Sunday, then He must have
been crucified on Thnursday., Tnis is plainly stated by one
author:

...Whatever day of tne week He made His triumphal
entrance that day was the tenth day of the month that
year. If Sunday was the tenth, then the following
Thursday was the fourteenth and Christ must have been
crucified on Thursday, and not on Friday, as we have .
been taught. This i1s evident from the fact that the
day on which Christ was crucifled "was the preparation
day of the Passover." Be PassoVver was prepared the
day before it was eaten.

This evidence for Thursday on the basls of a histori-
cal calendar should be conclusive. Daniel's sixty-nine weeks
were literally fulfilled. Anderson correctly calculated that
these weeks of years ended with Christ's rejection at His

triumphal entry--on Sunday, the 10th of Nisan, A. D, 32.

Christ, our Passover, was slain on the 14th of Nisan, which

4Frédr'ick, oon. cit., »np. 17-18.



T

consequently must have been a Thursday. Thus, the three most
1mportent days of the passion week have been established.
The triumphal entry, on Sunday, the 10th of Nlsan; the cru-
cifixion on Thursday, the 14th of Nisan; and the resurrection,
on Sunday, the 17th of Nisan.

In conclusion there remains only the filling in of

the scriptural detalls in relation to the other days of the

week.,
II. THE SCRIPTURAL BASIS

“In presenting the gospel story of these days in 1its
simplest, most logical form, i1t wlill be on the basls of such
information'as 1s provided by the scriptural narratives, A
proper start.for the chronological account can be the final
stage of Christ's trin to Jerusalem for the Passover, as He

arrived in Jericho,

Friday, Nisan 8., Jesus and Hls disciples stopped at

Jericho for some time, where they were guests of Zacchaeus,
the publican, during the night, and Zacchaeus was converted
(Luke 19:1-10).

In the morning they started from Jericho, with some
women from Galilee, and perhaps others. And that day they
‘trgveled elghteen miles to Bethany. On thelr way two blind

men were healed (ifatthew 10:29-34) and Jesus foretold His
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death and resurrection (“tari 10:%2-3%4). They arvlved‘at
Bethany toward evening, six days belore tue Passover:

Then Jesus slx days before the pas.over came to
Bethany, where Lazarus was which had been dead, whom
he raised from the dead. There they made him a sup-
ser and iartha served. (John 12:1-2a)

This was the day of preparation. Only John tells

of the intervening events, between the arrival at Bethany

and the journey into Jerusalem.

Saturday, Nisan 9, After sunset the supper was

eaten which Mary and Martha had prepsared for them. The key
to the whole chronology 18 found here. This matter of the
supper (John 1:2-11) not belnyg eaten until after the new day
had started awpears to be universally overlooked. Friday
exponents are forced to include two silent days in their
chronology. Most Wednesday exponents insist that elther
the trip from Jericho to Bethany or the triumphal entry must
have occurred on the Sabbath.5 Jewlsh custom invariably
placed the supwver arter tuae new day had started, in the eve-
"ning. Thus when John says, "On the next day" (John 12:12),
he means that this was the day after the sunper, and not the
day on which Christ came to Bethany.

AL~£nls supper Jesus Was anointed Ly Mary with pre-

clous splizenard (John 12:3). It was also at this time that

SR. M., Allen, op. cit., p. 150.
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Judas went out to the chief priests to.sell Jesus (liatthew

25:14-10),

The following daytime still part of the Sabbath
day, .was a time of rest. No doubt many people were flocking
into Bethany to see Lazarus who had been raised from the

dead and the One who was able to raise him from the dead.

Sunday, Nisan 10. This day signified the end of the

'sixty-nine weeks of Daniel:

On the next day wuch people that were come to the
feast, when they neard that Jesus was coming to Jeru-
salem, 'l'ook branches of palm trees, and went forth to
meet him, and cried, Hosanna: Blessed 1s tne King of
Israel that cometh in the name o1 the Lord. (John 12:

- 12-13)

The details of the triumphal entry are familiar to
ali: two disciples belng. sent into the nearby village for
the'colt; Jesus riding into the city in fulrillment of
Zechariah 9:9 and Danlel 9:25a; the Hosannas ol the multi-
tudes; and the ofricial presentavion of Jesus as tneir King
(Mark 11:1-11),

Jesus presented Himself as King probably in the
morning, but it 1s worthy ot note that He remained in the
temple all day, looking round about Him (Mark 11:11), giving
the people and rulers a full opnortunity for even a belated

acceptance or Him. And vhis 18 also the reason tor His long-

swirering during this age of grace. Christ is patiently
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walting and offering lost sinners one last chance to trust

Him as their only salvation (II. Peter 3:9).

Monday, Nisan 11. "And now the eventide was come, he

went out unto Bethany with the twelve" (Mark 11:11), Jesus
returned to Bethany for lodging in the early evening hours.
In the morning Jesus and His discliples returned to
Jerusalem, and on the way Jesus cursed the barren fig tree
(Mark 11:12-14). Arriving at Jerusalem, Jesus cleansed the
teuple (11:15-18). After a day of teachling and meeting the
assaults of His enemies, Jesus returned once more to’Bethany

(11:19).

Tuesday, Nisan 12, Jesus and His dlsciples went

back to Jerusalem on Tuesday morning and found the fig tree
tried up. This day was the Messiah's last day of public
‘ministry. During the course of the day His authority was
questioned (Matthew 21:23; 22:46), After Jesus answered the
Herodians, the Pharisees, and the Sadducees, He pronounced
- Wwoe upon the Pharisees (Matthew 23%:13-36),

The extreme passion which Chrisﬁ had for Jerusalem
1s‘seen in His lamentations over Jerusalem (23:37-38). After
He and His disciples had departed from the temple to the iiount

of Olives, He delivered the Olivet Discourse (Matthew 24-25),

Wednesday, Nisan 13. It 1s not certailn where they
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lodged this nlght, or where they spent .the day, but beyond
doubt the hours of the day were snent in solltude., It was
the day on which the Jews put away all leaven from thelr
homes, in anticipation of the Passover. Jesus tells Peter
and John to o and engage the upper room for the Passover,

(viatthew 26:17-19; iMark 14:12-16; Luke 22:7-12)

Thursday, Nisan 14, 1In the early hours of Thursday,

shortly after sunset, Christ and the disciples went to the
‘place prepared and had there the "Last Supper." The inci-
dents of this evening are too well knownto necessitate
eriumeration. Suffice 1t that three things be mentloned:
the Upper Room Discourse, the agony in Gethsemane, and the
- betrayal by Judas.

The arrest took place sometime between midnight and
3 a.m., Jesus was led before the gathered assembly for exa-
mination; after sun-up He had Hls three trials, followed by
the Jjourney to Golgatha, where He was crucified around noon.
At approximately the ninth hour Jesus gave up His spirit,
From that tine on the propnetic tiree days and nights of
liatthew 12:40 begin to be fulfilled.

This day was also the day of preparation for thé
feast of the Passover. The Passover lamb was to be eaten
that night.‘

Friday, Nisan 15. At O p.m. the Passover Sabbath
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started. Joseph of Arimathea went to see Pllate and then,
together with the women, he buried Jesus. These falthful
peoole worked most of the night, until dawn. All of thils day,

until 6 o'clock at night, the speclal Sabbath 1s being observed.

Saturday, Nisan 16. After the Passover Sabbath was

over the seventh-day Sabbath started, on which the peOpie also
rested. All shops were closed and no business was trans-
acted. The women eagerly awaited 6 p.m. so that they might
buy splces and prepare them for the puprose of finishing the

embalming of Christ's body at early dawn.

Sunday, Nisan 17. The women prepare for the antis-

¢ipated visit to the tomb., Whille it is yet dark (John 20:1)
the women leave for the sepulchre and arrive Jjust atday-
break. They find th: tomb empty. Jesus had probably risen
even while they were yet on thelr way. He is no longer a
dead Christ but a risen Lord.

After Jesus had appeared to Mary Magdalene someﬁime
in the morning, He revealed H1 :self to Peter (Luke 24:34).
In the afternoon Jesus appeared to two disciples as they are
on their way to Eumaus (Markx 16:12). Last of all, the sane
day at evening He appeared to the discioles in the closed

room, Thomas alone bLeing absent (Jonhn 20:19-20; Luke 24:36).
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ITI. COKNCLUSION

That Christ dled on Thursday 1s avbsolute certainty.
There is no contradiction or forcing of texts when the
incidents of tne various days are arranged in the abovye
manner. The simpllcity with which all recorded events har-
monlze when Thursday 1s recognized és the true crucifixion
day should readily be apparent from this last chapter and
especlally the appended chart.

The ﬁime-honored, almost universal theory that
Chflst died on Friday must go. Credit should be given to
Westcott for being the first theologlan to detect a fly in
the Friday ointment; namely that tanere were two BSabbaths in
the passion week.6 Once this has been acknowledgedthe whole
theory falls, for none of the other arguments are strong
enough to supnort the theory.

The Viednesday theory, neld by .ost contemporary
evangelicals, must also go. It 1s predicated upon the idea
that .Christ had to remain in tne tomb for exactly seventy-
two hours. But 1t has been demonstuir..ted that there 1s no
gcriptural supnort for this concept. Christ prophesied
that He would be in the "heart of the earth" for this time,

not in the grave, where His dead body lay. And the futile

PWestcott, op. cit., p. 229.
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attemnt by some to shift the crucifixlon therefore to the
early morning hours? will not stand up in light of the
contrary evidence of Soripture. Nelther will a false'
calculation of the historical calendar or a readjustment
of the chronology of the passion week lead to the scaling
of the insurmountable problems which the Wednesday theory
contains.

In closing, it wlll not be denied that a Thursday
crucifixion still has 1its problems. For one thing, 1t is
only natural for the Western mind to demand exactly seventy-
two hours in the interpretation of "three days and three
nightse," as opposed to the Jewish system in which part or
a day was counted as a whole day. So, in actuality, Christ
was in the heart of the earth three aays and three nights
by being there part of one day, two whole days, and three
whole nights.

Another difficulty seems to lie in the fact that it
is impossible to determine the exact hour of the resurrection.
However, the exact time (1t probably was right at sunrise) is
not of nearly such great signliicance as 1s the day on which
Christ became victor over death and the grave. And it is

‘' certaln that Christ rose on the rirst aay of tne week, after

7Kenhard, on. cit., p. 229.
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He had dled on Thursday at % p.m. and was placed in the
tomb around 9 p.m. These are demonstrable facts.

Difficultles 1n“§cr1pturessnoula by no means result
in uncertainty on the part of the Christlian, nor lmply a
neglect of tneir study. But it 1s a responsipility of
every bellever to beware of being like the unlearned and
unstable who wrest the Scriptures to thelr own destruction
(II. peter 3:16), merely to make them fit their precon-
celved 1ideas.

Despite some minor difficulties, a Thursday cru-
cifixion 1s beset by far less problems than either a Friday
or wednesday crucifixion. And jJust as tne trustwortniness
of a witness i1s established not only by the amount ot trutn
his evidence contains, but also by the absence ol contra-
dictions and mistakes, so 1t must be the peremptory con-
clusion that Christ 1ndeed laid down His 1life on Thursday
and then rose again vicuvorlously on the third day--according

the the SCRIPTURES. Soli Deo glorial
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