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M
R. O

LSEN
: 

The Easter season of the year m
ore and m

ore im
-

presses upon our m
inds that the resurrection of 

Jesus C
hrist hom

 the grave is an indispensable part 
of C

hristianity. 
H

ad H
e not risen, H

e w
ould have 

been no Saviour. 
H

ave you found in your studies, 
D

r. C
lark, any relation betw

een the resurrection 
and philosophic principles? J understand your spe-
cialty is G

reek philosophy. 
Could you tell us how

 
the proclam

ation of the resurrection sounded 
to 

ancient 
ears 

and 
w

hether 
we 

m
ay 

expect 
any 

changed attitude today? 

DR. CLARK: 
There is a very distinct connection, M

r. O
lsen, or, 

I should say, a distinct antithesis betw
een the prin-

ciples of ancient philosophy and the idea of a resur-
rection. 

A
ll C

hristians, of course, are fam
iliar w

ith 
Paul's address to the 

Stoics and Epicureans in 
A

thens. 
A

lthough the A
thenian philosophers prob-

ably listened w
ith ordinary courtesy to the opening 

part of Paul's speech, the account states that w
hen 

the philosophers heard of the resurrection of the 
dead, som

e m
ocked, and others m

ore politely dis-
m

issed the m
atter. 

M
R. O

LSEN
: 

T
hat w

as a natural reaction, no doubt. 
Even a 

C
hristian wiII adm

it that a resurrection is an ex-
ceptional occurrence and w

ould 
not be accepted 

w
ithout com

pelling evidence. 

DR. CLARK: 
W

hat yon say, M
r. O

lsen, is true as far as it goes. 
Particularly in 

the tw
entieth century, one w

ould 
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hardly believe in a resurrection w
ithout excellent 

historical evidence. 
B

ut I am
 not so sure that the 

m
ere im

probability of a m
iraculous event w

as the 
reason behind the philosophers' disdain for Paul's 
teaching. 

M
R. O

LSEN
: 

W
ell, w

hat else could be the reason? 

DR. CLARK: 
Properly to estim

ate the m
entality of the ancients, 

M
r. O

lsen, one needs som
e historical perspective. 

True, the trem
endous genius of Plato and A

ristotle 
is unquestioned, except by callow

 dilettanti w
ho 

think civilization began w
hen they reached the vot-

ing age. 
B

ut one should recognize both the genius 
and the superstition of G

reece and R
om

e. 
It m

ust 
be rem

em
bered that at the tim

e Paul preached on 
M

ars' hill, G
reek philosophy w

as not in its original 
glory. 

T
he Epicureans, for exam

ple, believed in 
m

any gods, each w
ith a body com

posed of atom
s. 

These gods resided in the interplanetary spaces and 
discussed Epicurean philosophy in G

reek. T
he Stoics 

believed in divination, and educated m
en like Plu-

tarch, as w
ell as the com

m
on people described by 

Lucian, w
ere very credulous. 

I think there w
as a 

reason deeper than the m
iraculous for their refusal 

to consider the resurrection seriously. 

M
R. OLSEN: 

There is no use in m
y trying to guess w

hat you 
think that reason is. 

Y
ou w

ill have to explain. 

DR. CLARK: 
The idea is this, M

r. O
lsen. 

A
ncient philosophy, 

and m
ost m

odern philosophy as w
ell, 

is im
bued 

w
ith the notion that history is of no cosm

ic im
-

portance. 
Philosophic principles are to be derived 

from
 som

e self-proving axiom
, as in . Spinozaism

, 
or to be assum

ed as hypotheses after experim
ental 

induction. 
The propositions of philosophy w

ill then 
refer to w

hat is alw
ays true, like the theorem

s of 
geom

etry, or to w
hat happens constantly, like the 

m
otions of planets and the life cycles of anim

als. 
B

ut the unique event of history is of no significance. 

M
R. OLSEN: 

N
ow

 I begin to see your m
eaning. 

The resurrec-
tion is an historical event, and w

e C
hristians believe 
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it to be of utm
ost significance, w

hile the non-C
hrist-

ian rules out history a priori. 

DR. CLARK: 
Exactly· so, 

M
r. O

;sen. 
If you consider Paul's 

speech, you w
ill see that none but the last of it 

w
ould seem

 too strange to a Stoic. 
The Stoics, 

even though they supported R
om

an paganism
, be-

lieved in a G
od w

ho did not dw
ell in hum

an tem
": 

pIes. 
They believed that this m

ost high G
od con-

trolled nature, and Paul quotes from
 one of their 

poets. 
Such propositions are, like those of geo-

m
etry, alw

ays true; they are not historical events. 
Even the idea of a judgm

ent at the end of the 
w

orld w
as not unfam

iliar, though the Stoics had 
a w

ay of denying that such a 
judgm

ent w
as a 

unique event. 
B

ut an historical resurrection; that 
w

as sim
ply too m

uch. 
C

an anything that happens 
just once, once for all, be of eternal significance? 
N

o, not according to ancient philosophy. 
:rhe stars 

are im
portant; the law

s of biology are w
orthy of 

investigation, and m
ankind in general need not be 

altogether despised. 
B

ut a single event in the life 
of one m

an-this cannot be the key to the universe. 

M
R. O

LSEN
: 

It just strikes m
e, D

r. C
lark, that here is a sim

i-
larity 

betw
een 

ancient 
philosophy 

as 
you 

have 
described it and m

odernism
 as w

e both know
 it. 

M
odernists, rather, I 

should say Liberalists, be-
cause I object to the insinuation that Liberalists are 
m

odern. 
I think their theories are as hoary w

ith 
age as the view

points of so -called Fundam
ental-

ists. 
I do not like that term

 either. 
So let us call 

these M
odernists by their proper title. 

They are 
Liberalists, and w

e w
ho believe the Scriptures are 

C
onservatists. 

These Liberalists reject the C
hrist-

ian conception of G
od because they hold it absurd 

for G
od to create a universe and not reveal H

im
self 

universally. 
These Liberalists think of G

od as the 
Stoics did, sim

ply as the G
od of nature universal, 

w
ho m

ust treat all m
en alike. 

N
 either of these tw

o 
groups recognize the abnorm

ality introduced into 
the w

orld by sin. 
A

nd it w
as sin, w

ith the 
com

itant need for redem
ption, that led to special, 

unique acts on G
od's part to develop H

is plan of 
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redem
ption, 

culm
inating 

in 
the 

resurrection 
of 

C
hrist. 

DR. CLARK: 
Y

ou 
have 

expressed 
the 

m
eaning 

exactly, 
M

t. 
O

lsen, and, to put the w
hole m

atter in slightly dif-
ferent phraseology, w

e m
ay say that m

an is not 
just an insignificant anim

al 
in a 

vast universal 
m

achine. 
B

ut m
an is an actor and the w

orld is the 
stage. 

The stage scenery m
ay be, in fact, is, m

ost 
interesting and m

ost w
onderfully m

ade; but the 
prim

ary significance of it all lies not in the scenery 
but in the play; and this play is the D

ivine Com
edy. 

M
R. O

LSEN
: 

T
he 

D
ivine 

C
om

edy-you 
refer, 

of 
course, 

to 
D

ante. 

DR. CLARK: 
T

o D
ante perhaps; but chiefly to G

od, the A
uthor 

of eternal salvation. 
A

 play, indeed, in w
hich the 

A
uthor plays the leading role; and the next to the 

last act w
as perform

ed, not in any corner, but am
id 

throngs of people w
ho could bear com

petent testi-
m

ony to w
hat w

as done. 
U

nless there w
ere suffi-

cient evidence for the resurrection, w
e w

ould be 
inclined to dism

iss it; but, even apart from
 the long 

history of G
od's 

redem
ptive activity am

ong the 
H

ebrew
s, a history w

hich renders the life of C
hrist 

antecedently probable, the fact of the resurrection 
of C

hrist from
 the grave is better attested by his-

torical evidence than m
ost other facts of that era. 

I appeal to fair-m
indedness. 

A
pply the sam

e stand-
ards of historic investigation to this event as are 
applied to other events. 

D
o not use tw

o standards, 
and you w

ill find that the resurrection can be ac-
cepted m

ore readily than m
any of the acts of the 

Em
peror A

ugustus. 
If historical canons sustain 

the resurrection, then adopt a philosophy to fit the 
facts, rather than adopt a philosophy w

hich requires 
the denial of history. 

M
R. O

LSEN
: 

A
fter insisting on unbiased treatm

ent of historical 
evidence, 

D
r. C

lark, you 
can hardly escape the 

challenge to produce som
e of the evidence. 
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DR. CLARK: 
Escape, did you say? 

I w
elcom

e the opportunity, 
for the apostles expected conversions as a result of 
their w

itness to the resurrection. 
G

iving this evi-
dence w

as the m
ain part of their M

essage. 
Indeed, 

w
hen a tw

elfth apostle w
as to be chosen to replace 

Judas, eligibility depended on his being a w
itness 

of the resurrection. 
N

o C
hristian should try to 

escape the task of explaining the evidence; I only 
regret it m

ust be done so briefly. 

M
R. O

LSEN
: 

V
ery w

ell; let us have the facts. 

DR. CLARK: 
First of all, not to m

ention the fact that all of five 
hundred persons saw

 Jesus alive after the first 
Easter m

orning, no 
less 

than five 
contem

porary 
authors have left us w

ritten A
ccounts of the m

at-
ter. 

V
ery few

 facts of ancient history can boast 
of five independent sources. 

M
R. O

LSEN
: 

U
ndoubtedly the five sources are independent of 

each other; som
e think their independence am

ounts 
to contradiction. 

For exam
ple, one of our N

ew
 

Y
ork m

inisters* says that the discrepancies betw
een 

the accounts of the resurrection are serious. 

DR. CLARK: 
Y

es, M
r. O

lsen, I know
 som

e of these discrepancies 
or contradictions, and I 

have tw
o things to say. 

First, even if the w
itnesses do conflict on details, 

they all agree that C
hrist rose from

 the dead. N
ow

, 
w

hat is done in a law
 court w

hen w
itnesses w

ho 
disagree on details confirm

 each other on one cen-
tral point? I f som

e m
odern religious w

riters should 
ever rise to the level of intelligence of an ordinary 
juror, there w

ould be less talk of these discrep-
ancies. 

A
nd, in the second place, the w

itnesses, as 
a m

atter of fact, do not disagree even on details. 
O

f course, M
atthew

 says that on the resurrection 
m

orning there w
as an angel outside the tom

b; w
hile 

M
ark, on the contrary, says an angel w

as inside 

*D
r. G

eorge S. B
uttrick of the M

adison A
venue Pres-

byterian C
hurch, in his book "T

he C
hristian Fact and 

M
odern D

oubt", page 161. 
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the tom
b. 

B
ut these m

en w
ho attack the trust-

w
orthiness of the Bible should take the trouble to 

read Luke and find out that there w
ere tw

o angels 
present. 
T

he num
ber of w

om
en w

ho cam
e to the tom

b is 
also supposed to 

discrepancies. 
M

atthew
 

nam
es tw

o w
om

en, M
ark nam

es three, Luke says 
there w

ere at least five, and J olm
 nam

es only one. 
O

nly by assum
ing, 

w
ithout w

arrant, 
that w

hen 
M

atthew
 nam

es tw
o, he m

eant there w
ere no others, 

and at the sam
e tim

e assum
ing that the four w

riters 
are reporting the exact sam

e visit, w
hich John in-

dicates is not the case, can one claim
 a contradiction. 

B
ut the C

hristian is not depending on doctored evi-
dence. 

T
he C

hristian appeals to the sources; not 
to gratuitous assum

ptions. 

M
R. O

LSEN
: 

B
ut som

e people say the disciples stole C
hrist's body 

from
 the tom

b. 

DR. CLARK: 
A

 few
 people say so, yes; but w

hat evidence do they 
have? 

These m
odern pagans refuse to accept real 

historical sources, but expect us to believe their 
unsupported guesses. 

They say the disciples stole 
C

hrist's body, but they do not explain w
hy the disci-

ples should w
ant to steal the body w

hen it w
as 

safely reposing in the grave of one of their friends. 
N

or do these people explain how
 the apostles could 

preach the resurrection, know
ing that it w

as untrue, 
and suffer life-long persecution for their lie, w

hen 
telling the truth w

ould have im
m

ediately ended their 
suffering. 

M
R. O

LSEN
: 

Perhaps 
m

ore 
people 

m
ake 

the claim
 

that the 
apostles w

ere subject to hallucinations and preached 
w

hat they thought they saw
. 

W
hat do you think 

of that, D
r. O

ark? 

DR. CLARK: 
If this w

ere so, M
r. O

lsen, w
hy w

as it that not only 
the apostles, but at least five hundred people had 
hallucinations of C

hrist for forty days and never 
had another hallucination the rest of their lives? 
A

nd, further, if the resurrection appearances w
ere 
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hallucinations, the Pharisees could have gone to 
the grave, produced the body and squelched C

hrist-
ianity then and there. 

B
ut, again, this hallucina-

tion theory is itself m
erely an hallucination, unsup-

ported by evidence. 

M
R. O

LSEN
: 

It appears that you have disposed of several w
eighty 

criticism
s that have been raised against receiving 

the fact of the resurrection of C
hrist. 

Evidently, 
believing the physical resurrection of C

hrist from
 

the dead is not an hallucination, but a conviction 
based on absolute evidence. 

DR. CLARK: 
Indeed it is, M

r. O
lsen. 

A
nd it is the C

hristian 
w

ho presents real evidence. 
There are the w

ritten 
Sources; there is the existence of the C

hristian 
C

hurch; the celebration of E
aster; there is the fact 

that C
hristians w

orship on Sunday instead of on 
Saturday. 

Since the early C
hristians w

ere all Jew
s, 

alm
ost w

ithout exception, w
hy w

ould they have 
changed the day of w

orship unless there had oc-
curred an event of trem

endous significance on the 
first day of the w

eek. 

M
R. O

LSEN
: 

If you intend that question for m
e, I verily believe 

that the early C
hristians observed the first day of 

the w
eek because they w

ere eye-w
itnesses to the 

fact that C
hrist w

as raised from
 the dead. 

A
n 

event as im
portant as that, transcending all other 

events of history, dem
anded that recognition be 

given to it. 

DR. CLARK: 
Y

es, M
r. O

lsen, and, let m
e repeat, the C

hristian 
presents real historical evidence to show

 that the 
resurrection is 

a 
fact. 

T
he pagan replies w

ith 
guesses, 

unsupported by any evidence w
hatever. 

U
nless a m

an is steeped in religious prejudice; un-
less he is blinded by his hatred of G

od, he m
ust go 

w
ith the evidence. 

B
ut the natural m

an, as a m
atter 

of fact, does hate G
od; and after w

e have presented 
the evidence, w

e can only pray that G
od, w

ith H
is 

irresistible grace, m
ay take aw

ay the blindness of 
such an one and lead him

 into resurrection Light. If 
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the fact of C

hrist's resurrection from
 the dead is 

established, it is incum
bent upon us to receive C

hrist 
as the Son of G

od and our Saviour from
 sin, as 

the Bible presents H
im

. 
Every individual w

ho has 
so received C

hrist com
es into possession of an inner 

conviction, w
hich in itself is an additional undeni-

able evidence of the resurrection of C
hrist. 

Y
our last statem

ent, D
r. C

lark, rem
inds m

e of an 
incident that I read of in a B

ritish paper the other 
day. 

It seem
s that a student asked her professor 

how
 she could definitely know

 that C
hrist w

as 
raised 

from
 the dead. 

H
er professor answ

ered 
that if the R

ecords of the four G
ospels did not 

satisfy her-"M
ay I suggest that you ask the Lord 

H
im

self to reveal to you that H
e is risen from

 the 
dead and exalted at the right hand of G

od the 
Father." 

"B
ut," the student asked: "H

ow
 can I 

do that?" 
"Just ask H

im
," w

as the response. 
A

 
few

 days later the sam
e student approached her 

professor and, w
ith a radiant expression said: "I 

now
 know

 that C
hrist is risen 

from
 the dead." 

"H
ow

 do you know
?" asked the professor. 

"B
e-

cause H
e told m

e so. 
I asked H

im
, and I now

 have 
the assurance in m

y heart that C
hrist is risen from

 
the dead and H

e is m
y Saviour and Lord." 

'"W
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. ' .., 


