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CHAPT:2:H I 

THEOnIE3 AND PrlOBLlMS CONNECTED 'NITH THE TIME OF 

CHRIST'S DEATH 

A growin0 dissatisfaction with existing explanations 

of the events and time elements relative to the crucifixion 

and resurrection of the Lord Jesus Christ, togetner with 

the intervening time when His body rested in the tomb, as 

put forth by many recognized authorities, has given the 

impetus for this investigation • 

I. THE STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM 

The problems and main ~ssues may easily be stated 

with the following questions: Did the crucifixion of the 

Lord Jesus Christ take place on Wednesday, Thursday, or 

Friday? Approximately what time of d:::.y was the resurrection·? 

Was it in the afternoon of the weekly Sabbath, 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 primary problems of the three-sided controversy. 

Other, less important issues are also closely involved, con

cerninc the har:nony of the four senarate e;osnel accounts of 

the events taking \)lace in close connection with the e;reatest, 

moment of all ti~e and eternity. 
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II. THE OHIGII; OF THE DAYS 

It has been supposed for centuries that Good Friday 

marks the day of crucifixion. Catholics as well as Protes

tants have accepted this without dissent, and millions of 

believers have never even so much aa heard the question 

raised whether it could be possible that Friday is not the 

day after all. To many persons a questioning of the time of 

Chr1st 1 a death and resurrection would border on sacrilege. 

Moat commentators have taken the side of tradition and with 

great erudition have expounded the original Greek text to 

harmonize the rest of the Scn1ptures with their theory. 

That the resurrection occurred on Easter Sunday at 

sunrise ls likewise a we11-esta0lished tradition. Neverthe

less; might it not be that false assumptions have been 

responsible for misinterpretation, and false conclusions 

drawn in days past have resulted in setting apart days not 

warranted by Scripture? One must conclude that it ls impera

tive as well as scriptural to ascertain the facts. The com

~and is given to Christians to prove all things and to hold 

fast to that which is good (I. Theasalonians 5:21). Every 

sincere Christian should be willing to see this. 

It is commonly assumed that the keeping of these days 

is based upon early tradition and that apostolic practices 

continued uninterrupted through the centuries to the present. 
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This is far from the truth. Nothlne, can be est.ablished on 

1 
the basis of historical continuity or tradition. Palm 

Sunday, Good Friday, and 2ast.er are t.raditions of a rnuch 

later date, as church historians have aoly 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 is due, 

in part, to the different methods of computing time a~ong the 

Romana 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 special Sabbath days, 

other than the weekly Sabbath. This can account for the 

erroneous assumptions made regarding the day of crucifixion, 

and once this day was set apart and observed every year for 

generations, it was only the u.ext step that commentators of 

all persuasions should taci~ly accept this position and then 

attempt to defend it frora Scr1pture. 2 

Assuming at present for argument's sake that Friday 

1noy M. Allen, Three Days in the Grave (New York: 
Loi zeaux Brothers, 191~2) , p. 12 . 

2Herbert W. Armstrong,~ Resurrection Was Not on 
§.unday: pp. 1-2. 
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was not the actual day of crucifixion, that tradition is wron3, 

and that most expositors have erred on this point, how would 

it be possible to establish the correct day for the crucifix

ion? The problom indeed becomes greater and more perplexing 

when it 1a considered that rnany godly men have thoroughly 

studied 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 investig~tior .. · of the problem. 

The question· still atand'.>aa 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 baaed, 

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 aside in favor 

of some other account. 

De~pite the fact, however, that on the one hand 

certain authors state the 1mposa1b111ty of ascerta1n1ng the 

chronological date of the year of the crucifixion·,·3 other 

authors, whether they be false apostles or conservative 
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biblical scholars, make elaborate calculations to indicate 

the year, month, anclctay, An adrted :)roblern exists therefore, 

because of the variation of offered dates, to determine whether 

or not the precise year can be calculated chronologically, and 

if so, which scholar's calculations are correct. The value 

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

study proc·eeda, 1 t will be demonstrated that, once the correct 

date for the passion week has been found, many perplexing 

problems will diaaunear. 

IV. THE VALUE OF THE INVESTIGATION 

At this point someone may well ask of what value it 

is to know the exact day of crucifixion or resurrection. Is 

it not merely a technical noint that does not matter? And 

also, if some other day be establlshea for the crucifixion 

and resurrection, does lt mean that the Church must change 

her custom to the correct day or days? 

If it were only a technical matter and the investigation 

a mere gratification of soIBeone's vanity in proving himself 

correct, it most certainly would not matter in tne least. If, 

o:i the other hand, the establishing of the day of crucifixion, 

A.s well as all other chronoloc;y of the passion weeK, results 

i:1 substantlatin6 the accuracy ,nd ,_armony of the various 

a ~co11nts anct illu::ninating passae;eo which are ot,herwise difficult 
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to underGtand, the study is distinctly w,)rth while. To this 

may be added the resulting appreciation for some of the for

merly difficult New Testament passages, a better uncteratanct

lng of Old Testament types, and a new vision of the :,eaning 

of the cross. With tnese results no further incentive tre 

to pursue the subject to its 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 special day to commemorate 

the crucifixion. In practice tne day can Just as wall be 

Friday as any otner. Does not Christianity observe December 25 

as the birthday of Christ wnen it is universally b.dmittect. that 

He was not born on tn1s day? Tne efrect of the truth would 

thus not necessarily inrluence the observances of tne vhurcn, 

though, of course, it would oe Dy far better to have tne 

observances--if it is 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 is to ascertain the facts 

regarding tne ct.eatn or Christ ana let tnern witness for the 

truth; whether it be Friday, the day most commonly accepted; 

Wednesday, the day more popular a.mon6 Bi 1Jle students at pre sent; 

or Thursday, the day in between. 

4 Ibid., pp. 15-16 . 
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CHAPT2:R II 

THE FRIDAY THEOHY 

It can be said apodlctlcally that Good Friday is 

looked upon by Christendom as a whole as the day which la a 

perpetual memorial of the day on which Christ was cruci

fied. Its observance ls not of recent development. It has 

. 1 
been firmly established for centuries. And to relegate 

the idea of Friday as crucifixion day from the endearment of 

Christendom to the realm of false traditions cannot be toler-

• ated without first properly presenting its claims. 

• 

I. ARGUMENTS FOR FRIDAY 

The argument from antiquity. A primary argument for 

Friday as being the day on which Christ d'ied is 1 ts· time

honored position. Practica1ly all great scholars of past 

generations accent the day. Lange, Ederaheim, Alford, Smith, 

and Jamieson, Fausset, and Brown are Just a few of those who 

adhere to Friday. It was not until Westcott wrote his study 

on the GOSpels2 that anyone beca□e suspicious of the accepted 

day. One wonders, if some other day can be established 1n 

1A t rmatrong, 2_2. cit., p .• 

the 

2 . 
Brooke Foss Westcott, Introduction to~ Study of 

Gosuel (New York: Macmillan and Company, lb80), p. 340. 
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It is the easiest Lhlnt-~ to asuumo f 1·om these verses 

that the crucif lxion took place lmrn~dL .. tely pl' ior to the 

regular Jewish Sabbath. It is said that the women returned 

after Christ's burial and rested on the Saooath (Luke-23:56). 

This seems to further substantiate the implication that the 

Jews observed the r~gular 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 explanation, in light or which all other 

Scriptures should be interpreted. By the women's visit df 

the tomb early Sunday morning the time or Christ's resurrec

tion is established. 

Thus the simplicity highly commends the theory, for 

it requires nothing which is 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

tation ·by t.hose t.hat hold to the Friday theory. These pas

sages,. indicating that Christ woUl.d oe in the heart of the 

earth "three days and three nights," are be no means oon

eldered a aeatn blow to the theory. It is said that because 

Christ was general 1n many or His other prophetic statements, 

tnis expression also is general and of a veiled nature, ae•~ 

~p1te the fact that Christ 1s using the literal wording or tne 

• Olu Testament. It in no wise specifically circumscribes the 
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"t-h0- t.lme t.na1, Cnriat lay in tne tomb. 3 

Anderson, and all others who propound this theory, 

have to indicate that Chrlat ate the Passover meal. This 

was dona on the 15th of N1aan, in the evening -tollow1ng 

the killing of the Passover lamb. ThlB occurred on the 

14th of the month of Niaan. The explanation is given 

that Jesus rightly was crucified on the day or preparation, 

but this was the preparation for the weekly Sabbath, instead 

of the day prior to the Sabbath on which the feast of the 

Passover was eaten. 4 

II. ARGUMENTS AGAINST FRIDAY 

In light of the seemingly strong evidence in favor 

of this theory, is there anything which may be adduced 

against it? In order to show that the Friday theory 1s 

erroneous, it must first be demonstrated that the theory 

does not m~et all the conditions, and then another theory 

must be shown which will fit equally well all the evidenoe 
i used for Friday and the arguments which can be brought,aga.inst 

Friday. 

3R. C.H. Lenski, Interpretation of St. Matthew's 
Goepel (Columbus, Ohio: The Wartburg Preas,1943), p. 494. 

Kree;el 
4Robert Anderson, The CominT Prince (Grand Rapids: 
Publications, 1957),pp. 11 -113. 
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It is very probable that a question will be raised 

by eo~e regarding an attempt to disprove the Friday theory. 

What is the differenoe? Ia the question worth investigating? 

To this it must be answered that the question is all-important, 

for on it depends the authority and truthfulness of the Lord 

Jesus Christ. While He was teaching the pfU>le, the Phari-

sees asked Him for evidence of His 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 in the 

familiar words of Matthew 12:40 • 

The argument from Matthew 12:40. Christ answered 

the Pharisees: 

·An evil and adulterous generation aeeketh after a 
sign·; and there shall no sign be given to it, but the 
a1gn 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 authorl ty 001 this. If He did not 

remain in the tomb for three days and three nights, He is not 

5 the infalllb le Son of God. Once it is ad.ml tted that this 

means exactly wp.at it says, the Friday theory has lost its 
; 

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

5M. R. De Haan, Jonah (Grand Rapids, :Heh.: Zondervan 
Publishing House, 1957), p. 118. 
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Plummer adnit that> although tradition insists that Christ 

lay in thE: 5rave only one day and parts of' tW<., others, Christ 

added "three night.{¼ 1 which meant exactly what He said it to 

6 
mean. 

It is impossible to make the time stretch three 

days and three nights if the crucifixion occurred on Friday. 

It is not at all necessary to assume that "three days and 

three nights" implies exactly sevent,y-two hours. The condem

ning factor is that only two nights or less are provided for 

by a Friday crucifixion. Other Scriptures (Matthew 26:61; 

Mark 9:31; John 2:19), translated "in three days," allow for 

an interpretation of "within three days, 11 or "inside of three 

days." The emphasis is on the fact that the action must be 

completed within the li~it of three days. Again, 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 said distinctly that as Jonah was three days and three 

nights 1n the belly of the fish, so He would be the same 

lertgth of time in the n~a~~-of the earth. 

Now it must be admitted that the ancient rabbis, 

6Willou6hby C. Allen, CoCl!llentary on the Gospel 
~cording to St. :uatthew (Edinburgh: T. andT Clarl~, 1907), 
P. 139. 
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according to the Talmud, counted part of a da1 as a whole 

day. And thHB by resort ln6 to soine Je·;f l sh custom, two 

hours or so on Friday, all day Saturday, and a few hours 

on Sunday are au•mosed to be equivalent of three days and 

three nights. However, the Bible is not interpreted by the 

Jewish Talmud. Christ rejected the Tal~udic traditions of 

the Jews, and using the same literal expression as was used 

of J 0 nah, said "three days and three nights," and not one 

day and two nlghts. 7 

The argument, from Luke 24:21. The answer of this 

verse, made by the two disciples to Christ on the road to 

E:1maus on Sunday afternoon after His resurrection, is indeed 

a heavy indictment of Friday: 

But we trusted that it had :)een he which should have 
redeemed Israel; and beside all this, to day is the 
third day since these things were done. (Luke 24:21) 

The case against Friday lo oles black, indeed, for 

Sunday is !:!Q1 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 this apparent problem is found in the 

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

7Herman L. Hoeh, The Crucifixion Was Ncit on Friday, 
'JT). 1-~?. 
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suffice to indicate r,h,,.t, the ex,)ression "on trw 1:,n1rc1 day" 

Esther had iinnlored the i~eo,)le to fast ror her for three 

days and three ni~~;hts and then, on the third day, she went 

8 before the king. 

The argument from the~ Sabbaths. Another diffi-

cult hurdle for Friday to surmount has to do witn 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 is rendered, "In the end of the 

Sabbath," of more correctl.y, "after the Sabbath." However, 

to translate that phrase literally it should be renaered 

"after the Saboaths." The Greek wora translated "Sabbath" 
, 

has the plural form in the original vr~~~~r~r). This la 

admitted by all. 

As further proof for at least two Sabbaths, the fact 

should be notea 1:.hat Luke says tna.1:. t11e women prepared. spices 

and tnen rested on the Sabbath (Luke 23:56), whereas Mark 

Bw11.uam L. Pett.ir15111, Bible Q,uestions Answ8red 
(Findl.ay, Ohio: l!unctamental Trut.n Puol1shers, n.d.), p. 184. 
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wri ,:,es tik• i:, r.,ney boue;ht the spices whe;1 i:.he Sabbat,h was a.lready 

past. (_·,'.ark 16:1). If these -v::o Jas::;;_~c_;cs i'e:l"er to one and the 

same SabbG.t11, i:.aen the Scriptu1'es contain a gross contradic-
9 

tion. 

Some seek to explain t.ne 9lural of "Sabbath" by 

assuming 1,nat. t.ne d.ay was a doubled. Saboath; tnat. 1s, the 

annual Sa boa tn ;;.nd a weekly Sa boa tn nad come on t.he sa.me ct.ay. 

How this could. make t.wo Sabbaths out. 01' one is not t.oo clear. 

Certainly, a douo~ed Sabbath would be a new thing undeL· the 

sun • 

nhy is it tnat the plural word has oeen translated 

singular? It must be that the 1,ranslators were simply ignorant 

or i:.ne fact that the Jewa 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 it means a mistranslation of the Word. 

~ arguments from circumstantial evidence. There is 

additional evidence which can be produced against the Friday 

theory. When it is taken by itself it may not carry much 

weight. Nevertheless, on top of all the direct evidence it 

must be recognized. 

9Roscoe G. Sappenfield, "Did Christ Die on \iednesday, 
Thursday, or Friday?" our Hone, LXIII (April, 1957), 520. 
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There is, flrst of all 1 the ar5wnent from the two 

silent days of tlle 1)ass1on woeic Golillilentators w;10 sub

scribe ~o the Friday ~heory--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, it is said that there is absolutely no 

record of two whole days. This seems very strange when one 

considers 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 this 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 1~ival 
at Bethany], until the morning of the resurrection. 

Yet when these days are pieced together, the Friday propo

nents calmly assert that two wnole 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 incongruity. 

One last evidence to be brought a5ainst the Friday 

theory ls that of typology. Great s~lrltual truths are taught 

through types ln the Old Testament. The Lord Jesus Himself 

reco5nized this and indicated at various times that He Himself 

lOR. M. Allen, on. cit., p. 23. 
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was the fulfillment of a type. 3o, for instance, in John 3: 14 

He taut:":ht that the se1~qent wl1ich L:oses lii'ted up L~ the wilder

ness was a tyne of salvation through His own lifting up on the 

cross. 

When John the Baptist called the peo~le's attention to 

Christ as the L.s.mb of God, he thereby meant that the Passover 

lamb was a type 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 paasoveris sacri

ficed for us. 11 (I. Corinthians 5:7) 

Despite the fact that this comparison will again be 

discussed lateron, it would be well to briefly note how Christ 

completely fulfillea the type of the Passover lamb. In 

Exodus 12 it ls seen that the Pasoover lamb was set aside for 

death on the tenth day of the month and it was sacrificed on 

the 14th of Nlsan, four days later. When Christ came riding 

into Jerusalem on an ass, as prophesied by Zechariah (9:9), He 

was rejected by the nation or Ia.rael (Luke 19:47) and thus 

automatically set aside as God's lamb, earmarked for deatn. 

If tne type holds true to form, He should have been put to 

death after four aays; but from Sunday to Friday are five days. U 

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

• l \ A. G. Krushwi tz, A Seri .Jtural Calendar of Passion 
~. pp. 1-2. 
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which one m1sht cl1ne if his position failed; but here is a 

d1le~ma without horns. 

Based upon these cited objecti 0 1ns, it 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 acceptance of 

the theory led to forced interpretations to flt the assumed 

conditlona. There have been no argumentative constructive 

foundations laid for it • 

Is ~here then some other day which will meet the 

conditions in an acceptable manner? Those who ad.here to the 

Wednesday theory steadfastly affirm that Wednesday can meet 

every test and is the only day probable and poaslble. Tnere-. 
~~ 

fore it will belto leave Friday and to state and analyze the 

claims for Wednesday • 



• 

• 

• 

CHAPTER III 

THE WEDNESDAY THEORY 

One writer proudly asser~s 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 Hla resurrection; thettwe promise you 
showers of proof eatablish1ng·a11 (italics in the ori
ginal) the days. 1 

What ls the "Bible proof .. tor Wednesday,., and-;· where 

are these "showers of proof" establishing Wednesday as the 

day of Christ's death? Before this subject 1s taken up, it 

w1ll be necessary to briefly mark the divisions among the 

Wednesday adherents. 

t. CLASSIFICATION OF WEDNESDAY ADHE.H..l.!:NTS 

Cult1c adherents. The zeaJ.ous adheren'ts or 1,.b.e 

Wednesday theory may be claaa1f1ed into two group~. First. 

there are those who vehemently defend Wednesday as the cru

cifixion day because they belong to a cult which holds that 

Christians 1n this age must keep the law and therefore are 
' ' 

bound to keep the Sabbath. Perhaps the most cult1o of these 

t 
William Fredrick, Three Prophetic Days (Clyde, Ohio: 

William Fredrick, Publisher, n.d.), p. 25. 
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men is Herbert W. Armstrong. He writes: 

The New Testament reveals that Jesus, the apostles 
and the .. New Testament Church, both Jewish anq.,.Gentile~ 
born observed God'a2Sabbath, and God's tes~1vals;--
weekly 'and anually ~. 

20 

Other groups also,stress the necessity ot keeping 

the Jewish Sabbath. The Seventh-day Adventists and other 

Seventh-day sects are eJJpecially outspoken on this. Many a 

book and pamphlet has been written to defend the1r,pos1t1on 

and to demonstrate that Ohr.1st died· on Wednesday and rose on 

Saturday ·afternoon, giving Christians therefore no basis to 

observe the 'first day of·the week •. Perhaps the most widely 

• distributed booklet of this nature is Authoritative Quotations 

•.Q!l the Sabbath and Sunday. 1ssued by the Voioe of Propheoy. 

• 

It attempts·to talre away any_ground for a Sunday observance. 

Consecrated adherents. The other group which adheres 

to the Wednesday theory--and this is by far the larger group-

does so because it has a love for the Scriptures and considers 

them as the Word of God. In sensing the impossibility of the 

Friday theory, the constituents of this group endeavor to do 

all justice to the biblical teaching concerning Christ's death 

and resurrection •. The cultlc motive and slant is foreign to 

them, while there ar8 still those in their ranks, to be sure. 

who hold that the resurrection occurred on Saturday • 

2Herbert W. Armstrong, Easter is Pagan! p. 12. 
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II. ARGUMENTS FOR WEDNESDAY 

~ are,;ument from the time in the tomb~ Whether a 

group among those contenting for Wednesday has one or the 

o't.her··of the above-mentioned v1ewpo1nta, the pl votal point 

for them ia still Matthew 12:40. The term "three days and 

three nights" is assumed to mean exactly seventy-two hours. 

Thie period of time, it is insisted, includes the inte1•va1 

from the time the Savior's body was placed in the tomb until 

3 He arose from it. 

The different viewpoints have already been briefly 

mentioned. Some·groups--usually· the sects--place"the-entotnb:.. 

ment at,or.before six o'clock on Wednesday evening~ the exact 

moment at which the Jewish da.ychanged to the next. Seventy

two hours later, either before or exactly~at six o'clock on 

Saturday. evening, Christ arose. In ei ther,-oase, if this ,were, 

true--and this is usually why this theory is proposed--there 

would by no Justification for the observance of the first day 

of the week. For if the resurrection did not occur on t-.he 

first day of the week, then Sunday is of no spec1a1 ai~1fi

cance. To have Christ rise at exactly 6 p.m. on Saturday 

neatly saves the proponent the problem of explaining how Christ 

3R. A. Torrey, fili'flcult1ea 1n the Bible (Chicago: 
Moody Press, 1907/, pp. 104-105. 
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could have risen on the Sabbath; neither does it compel him 

to hold that Christ rose on the first day of the week. 

22 

Interpretations of this sort are not entirely accept

able to those sincere believers who merely wish to honor 

God's Word. By them the solution is offered that the inter

ment of Christ's body was retarted for a few moments, allow

ing Nicodemus and the ot):lere 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 ofburial: 

_ • Our Lord Jesus Christ was_ ,crucified on Wednesday, He 
dfed at three o' clock·-,vednesday afternoon, and was -buried 
at or about sundown that_ same evening, and:remained in 
the tomb until Saturday~ evening, ·and arose at the con
clusion of the sabbath. , T~e-Jew1sh day began at sundown 
and ended at sundown. 'Hence, ·Jesus was in the tomb from 

_ W~dn~~d~y_ eyen1ng \.l.!lt1,l, 1Saturda:y .evJ3nlng, ar1s1ng,-at-1the 
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 
the heart of the earth for "three days and three nighta~"4 

Generally speaking, those who believe in the Wednesday 

crucifixion seek to do honor to the Scrivtures. They show 

that they are willing to take God at His word when they insist 

on an interment of seventy-two hours. Yet another oommendable 

point to their theory ls the recognition that there were at 

least two Sabbaths during the passion week • 

4ne Haan, on. c 1 t. , p. 120 • 
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,The argument from the two Saoua~hs. Though .the 

Wednesday proponents may not agree on the exact·numbe~ and 

posi t1on qf Sabbaths .. during the week in which Ohr.1st wa·a 

c~ucifieq, they do recognize that there was not merely the 

weekly Sabbath. There 1s unanimous agreement among them 

that with the Jews 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. 5 

,The argument from ~ interpretation :of 3"1e: ;ahd 0 e-Tr ·,-
, . 

f :"' 01<c.>._ ·Those ,who are not familiar w1 th ithe Wednesday theory 

may wonder,how 1t is possible·to place the resurrection of 

Ch~1st -·i1,p- the .evening. The -need for 1 t t.o be -placed there, 

ins:tead _of early Sunday mor-n1ng, 1s apparent>~ -as otherwise 

Christ's entombment would have exceeded the seventy-two hour 

mark by several hours~ 

As proof for this position., two Greek words tfrom 

Uatthew 28: 1 are add.uced, where it is recorded· that the women 

went to the tomb, supposedly on Saturday even1ng. The words 

themselves will be discussed in detail, later.· -Su:f'ticl! lt to 

say that the contention is that in employing theae--two words, 

liatthew is describing the visit to tne tomb oy the same women, 

5 Fredrick, 2.2• ci~., p. 15. 
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immediately after the Jabuath WLJ.s over--not on the next 

:nornin3. Some sup~)ose that just one visit was made to.the. 

sepulchre, others believe there were ,se'leral ,·via1ts, qe~~u..~e 

of the different accounts. 6 

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 ls 

great confusion relative to the exact events of the passion 

week. Scriptural accounts are very specific in deacribin_e; 

the events of that week. But just as there la one day missing 

• if Christ was crucified on Friday, so there ls one day too 

• 

many if Wednesday was the actual day of crucifixion. •ro remedy 

this dilemma the triump{lal entry 1s shifted ·from Sunday to 

Saturday, the Jewish Sabbath. Some who subscribe to a W0dnea

day crucifixion do not mention the triumphal entry at all; 

others know 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 is no attempt 

made to estahl 1 Ah the correr.t. chronological year. 7 The pos1- · 

tion is d:>v1ously only a, 11 01 ty of refuge." • Consequently it 

is possible to always detect someone subscribing to the Wed

nesday theory, when he states that Ghrist rode as Messiah 
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into Jerus ,le.:. on the Sab1Jath day, instead of Palm 3u.,day. 

These then are the main arguments for the Wednesday 

theory: Christ's entombmert. lasted exactly seventy-two hours; 

c:arist's triumphal entry tool<: place on Saturday; and four 

days later, on Wednesday, He died. Then exactly seventy-

two hours after IUs burial He arose. 

While the integrity and sincerity of the theory's 

proponents la unquestionable, the degree to which ma.~y have 

employed their God-given common sense and reasoning faculties 

in followin5 out.@:.li the ramifications of the theory, is open 

to serious question. This theory does not satisfy every 

condl tion, desp1 te the many state::ients made to that effect. 

II. ARGU:.LENTS AGAINST WEDNESDAY 

The Wednesday theory is pucked with inconsistencies 

and erroneous coriclusions, unsupportable by Gither Scripture 

or common sense. This shall be demonstrated. in the folloW1!1g 

pages. 

The ar5ument from the complete unit theory. The 

whole theory stands on very precarious ground. It is a com

plete unit tneory. ::<.~aci1 of its :1cffts is like a link in a 

c~1aln, and if one li:1k breaks the wholG theory will com~Jlete.ty 

collc;;.pse. Once it can be positively demonstrated that the 

triu:Jphal entry ,,as not on the Je.ish Sa._ibath but rl.:ither on 



• 
t{1e 1'1rst day of the wee~, t!1en the crucifixion could ;-1ot 

possibly have taken .-ilace on .,ednesday. It Will be remem-

bered th<:!.t the triumphal entry was on ti1e 10th of Nisan 

and the slayin0 of the Passover la~nb was in t:aa t year, as 

in all yea.rs previously, on tne 14t~1 of IJisan, four days 

later. 

Further;:iore, a demonstrc1.tlon that ~latthew' s account 

of the women's visl t to the tomb is identical to t1ie visits 

recorded by the other evangelists, will all but destroy the 

Wednesday theory. 8 

The argument froQ the triumphal entry. There is, 

• first of all, s;:,rong cirumstantlal evidence that Ghrist did not 

co;:;ie to Jerusalem on Saturday. All four gospel writers record 

Christ's triumphal entry (I1Iatthew 21, ::lark 11, Luke 19, John 12). 

If the triumphal entry had taken ~Jlace on the Sabbath, as the 

Vednesday ~dvocates insist, certain 6rave questi0ns could 

• 

be raised. First of all, had Christ ridJen on the ass on 

the Sabbath day, ::e most ce::>tal:1ly would have been cri t1c1zed 

for it. na.-lhe not ueen criticized before (:.~atthew 12:10; 

Marlc 2:24; Lu~e 13:14; John 9:;,6) ior supposedly violating 

t,~ir,3 Jabbati1 day'? A:1d r:ould it not seem out of order and 

entir~ly iraco~9atible with a Jewish ~ab~ath to :aave crowds 

b H 

H. • ~"' • Al 1 en , QJ2. c 1 t . , 9 p . 5 1 - 3 2 . 
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s ine;i:lS, sllou ti~, cJ.nd brea'cc ing off oro.nl'.hes fro::: the pCtl:.n 

01'. heads of 0 ra1n Uiatthew 21: 16)? 'rhis surely would have 

been a gross violation of the usual solemnity with which a 

Saouath was re5arded. 

In addition to this, the Journey between Bethany and 

Jerusalem, which Christ made with His disciples on the same 

day (:.!ark 11: 11), was two and a half Sabbath days' Journeys 

away, for Bethany was located a mile beyond the summit of 

the l!ount of 011 ves. Jesus returned to Bethany on the same 

day Oilark 11: 11) and therefore, He and His disciples walked 

at least five Sabbath days' journeys on one day.9 

To further indicate that Jesus would have violated 

the Sabbath, it :nay be said that the cleansing of the temple, 

which Matthew and Luke imply was on the same day, could under 

no.circumstances have been carried out on a Sabbath. Reli

gious legalists like the Jews would never have tolerated the 

transaction of co :illlercial business that day, even though they 

~ermitted to have the temple defiled for worldly gain on 

ot.r1er days. 

An added bit of conclusive evidence against the Lord's 

e;:trance into Jerusale:n on the Sabbath :uay be rii:$htly called 

9H. B. Hacket (ed.), t'Betha.ny, 11 Smith's Dictionary 
of the Bible (New York: Hurd and Houshton, 1871), I, 285 • 
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chronological evidence. These )roofs are given in distinc

tion to the circumsta.ntial evidence produced above. 

Sir Robert Anderson, well known for his scholarship 

and erudition, has been of invaluable service to Christi

anity by his 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, 
to 

which is Sunday, the 10th of the month of Nisan. 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 is caused to wonder why the advocates of the 

Wednesday theory have not bothered to figure out some of 

these implications for themselves, instead of calmly assert

ing that Wednesday is the only day which meets ever condition_ 

and is true to the teaching of the Word. 

10.,. d n.n erson, QQ• cit., p. 127. 
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The arRument from the visit at the tomb. It ls -- __ ,.. ___ --- -- --- -- -- -
necessary to bring further arguments against the Wednesday 

theory to demonstrate how ill it fits all the tacts. 

When the date of the crucifixion ls tabulated a_s 

being Wednesday, the 14th of N1san, it follows logically 

that Thursday, the 15th, is the special Passover Sabbath. 

Thus Friday becomes a secular day between the two Sabbaths. 

According t.o the Wednesday theory, the women bought spices _ 

on this day and prepared them, then waited until the weekly 

Sabbath was passed before they made any wove whatsoever to 

go and embalm the body. 

That spices were bou~ht someti~e after the entomb

ment of Christ is plainly evidenced by the Scriptures 

(Mark 16:1, Luke 23:56; 24:1). It has been explained by 

some that the period of seventy-two hours was necessary to 

dispel all clai~s that Ghrist was not dead. This may per

haps be true, for science has demonstrated that miotic cell 

divisions and other vit~l processes can continue for some 

time after death. ~owever, if the case of the death of 

Lazarus la recalled, it should be noted that Lazarus' body 

was decomposing after four days already. But we are led to 

believe by the '/lednesday advocate.a that the women failed to 
r·,- 1 ,{. L'. • I 

go to the tomb on the intervening secular day--1.1-hursda.y--but 

~assed up the opportunity for another forty-eight hour 9erlod . 

Then the women are su•,;)osed to have 0 one to the to::i.b at the 
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sa:-ne Deriod which was offered \JJ i.Iartha as an obJec:tion to 

the openinG of Lazarus' trnnb. How can this be? 

It seems obvious that tile women went b~ck to the· 

grave because they consider8d the embalming after the death 

of their Lord insufficient and lnco.plete. A.nd they wished 

to stay the dissolution of the boa.y for as long as possible. 

The only logical conclusion to the matter is that the wome:1 

didn't go back to the tomb any earlier than they did because 

theycouldn't. There was no intervening day! 

To follow the theory that ":.L.ry Magdale1.1e and the 

other \fary (Matthew 28: 1) went to the tomb Saturday evening 

after sunset already is sheer inanity. 11 Zlsewhere ( .wuk.e 2i+) 

the specific information 1a given that Mary Magdalene (and 

perhaps the other :Jary) were ar;ton3 the party that went to 

the tomb early th~ 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 is difficult to understand. If 

Christ had already met her the nisht before, why should she 

go along in the morning and then naively inquire where they 

had laid the body of Christ (John 20:2)'/ It 1s far easier 

to r5concile the differant accounts of the visit to the tomb 

by holdln5 that they wer& S8)arate reports of the sa;ne event 
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than to accuse i<J'.ary ;!,ae;dalene of oei'.1:__; so;:1e sort of a sor:m.:-,.m

. 1 t 12 :JU i S • 

The argwnent from Matthew 12: 40. It has already been 

stated that the oasis upon which the ,iesin2sday theory is 

ouild is Matthew 12:40: 

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. 

Nothin5 thus far haa been ::nentioned concerning tha 

proper interpretation of this verse. Wednesday advocates 

sum up their understanding of the verse thus: 

Seventy-two hours lll:\:.er, exactly three days and three 
nights, at the beginningof the first day of the week 
(Saturday at sunset), He arose acain from the e;rave. 
When the women visited-the tomb just before dawn next 
morning, they found the \;rave already empty. So we are 
not driven to any auch· r.:1akeahift as that any small por
tion of a day is reckoned as a whole day and night, but 
we find that the statement of Jesus was literally true. 
Three days and three nights His body was dead and lay in 
the sepulchre. 13 

It should be noticed that in ;,~atthew 12 :40 the time 

interval 1s three days and three ni0hts. No me~1tion la made 

of hours, but Wednesday proponents c1,re quick to clai:n that 

this 1eans exactly seventy-two hours. Of course, only this 

period of time la advantageous to their theory, for any less 

12 'J .. • 11 it 11.. & • .;~ •~n, 2.J2• _c_. , PlJ, 42-44. 

13 Torrey, Q_Q. cit., pp • 



• 

• 

• 

or :aore number of hours J1.lst ,.ould i1ot uo. ~i1e siGnal im ;ort 

of the :L:.rase here is not ti1.___ t 12.,.<.1.c Lly seventy-two hou.rs 

should be fulfilled, but tna t the :;:_,ord '.aGan t exactly ·:1hat E1;: 

said; nothinG more, nothing less. 

The inconsistency of the Vednesday theory is that 

having deteru1ined that "three uays and three nic:;hts 11 means 

. exc..ctly seventy-two hours, its proponent,::; insist that Jesus 

therefore literally fulfilled this by beine; in the grave for 

seventy-two ho1.1t·s. Thereafter, all Scripture bearl11t5 upon 

the subject ls made to fit this interpretu.tion. ?erhaps 

a rather l~ngthy quotation from Allen's boo~ is in order, 

because he skilfully c:/Je.3 right to the heart of the rna tter: 

Three ni5hts and· three days, although the •3qulva1ent 
in duration, is not a substitute expression for three 
days and tiiree niE;hts, for they cannot be reckoned from 
the same startin5-polnt nor do they terminate at the 
same time. It might be conceded that there aro cases 
where it would hot ma~e any difference which expression 
was employed, uut the present instance cannot oe classed 
a11ong them fop the vital point at issue here is the 
question of when the desiGnated time terrnina.ted Citalics 
in the original]. Tllere is a difference of twelve hours 
between them, and the Xednesd~y advocates are using this 
very expression to advance t,he time of the resurrection 
tw..:Jl ve hours over th~t 5e'.:erally accept8d. If Jesus mec..nt 
three nights and. three days it see";s loDical to assu.11e 
that, l{nowinc the distinction, ih would have used that 
ex~reseion rather than the one recorded. It also seems 
logical that we should accept His statement Ju::it as Ee 
expressed it ... than to stretch the expression to mean 
exactly 72 1~ours, which is not nec.:essarily implied by 
His words. 

14R. Il. Allen, 22· cit., pp. 46-47 . 
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A major set5Iaenr, or tnoae w110 havf_; c; ... st t,,1ear lots in ravor or 

the ~ednesday tr~ory produce as one ot the proofs ror holding 

to this position the utterances or uabriel to Daniel in the 

book of Daniel, cnapter nine: 

And after tnreescore ana two weeks shall Messiah oe 
cut off, but not for himseLf; and the peaple of the 
nrince that shali come snalL destroy the city ana ~ne 
;anciuary; and the end thereof shall be with a flood, and 
unto the end-of' the war desolations are determined. And 
he shall confirmthe covenant with many f'or one week; and 
in the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and 
oblation to cease. (26-27a) 

It is falsely regarded that the antlcedent of 11 he" in 

verse 27 is the "Messiah" of verse 26. Without ree;ard for the 

"prince" that is mention~)nor the proper interpretation of the 

last clause of verse 2G--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 o,1ly 

minister for three and a half yea.rs, nnd that He would be 
1 -

crucified on Wednesday, ln the middle of the week. j 

The assertlo:1s of one oi' these adherents r:1ay oe quoted 

here to e;ive tne exact posii:.ion: 

In a serise tl1is ls a dual nrophecy. Christ died in 
the midst of the prophetic week: of seven years, afte:i.· 
:-s 1/2 yea:·s of mi:1istr:,';.:-1Jut Ee also died in the :nidst 
or the week--Jednesday~ u 

A careful study of t~e an6cl's words will show tnat 

]) . .70 . 16Hoeh, 



only ver~e 2~a &p 1110B to the Meosiah; the other nortlon 

finds its fulf111ment 1n the one who is elsewhere referred 

to as the 11 bea.at" (Daniel 12:11, Revelation 13:1). His 

prototype was Antiochus i:!:pip11anes, who sacrificed a sow unon 

the altar. Ther,1 i.s absolutely no basis for asserting that 

Daniel :J:26-27 prophesies t.r:..e exact time when Christ would 

be cvuolfied in the ~aaaion week. 

Perhaps these stated reasons will surrice to show 

tnat the claim of the Wednesct.ay :proponents me been founded 

upon sand. Facts will not c.onfirm the claim that only tnis 

theory can satisfy the Scr•ipture narratives and all conditi

ons 1n every resoect. Once it can be demonstratda that 

another day can mee~ all conditions and h~s consequently 

fewer problems and difficulties, slrnnle logic and scholarly 

honesty require th,.t. t ·Nednesday be abandoned as the day on 

which the s·::>otless Lac11b of God--the true Passover--was slain. 
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Because it has been shown tha~ neither Friday nor 

','/edne sday adeq_ua te lJ s1c:, tisf ie s the various factors pertinent 

to the ~1~e of the crucifixion, there is inferential proof 

that Thursday was the Qay. If tills is true, the correct-

ness of this day ought to ~e capable of beinb lo6 1cally 

demonstrated. Tne diverse Scripture references relative to 

this mon-,1mental event must rall into their proper place, 

without conflict or contradictions. If Thunday oe t.i:1e proper 

day, the theory would necessarily have to be harmonious and 

free from inconBruities. 

I. INTEi.~PRETATION OF i\.~Y PASSAGES 

Tne Interpretation of ;Jatthew 12:40 

Tne ~wo theories which have been discussed have been 

founded upon certain key passa5es; and one or the m~ln pas

sa~es for each theory has been Matthew 12:40, which has been 

interpreted in the li5ht of certain false assumptions. For 

tne purpose of discovering exactly hon the verse has been 

mislnterpr~ted, it ~ould oe expeaient Lo keep the exact 

wording of the verse in mind: 

For as Jonas was tnree days and t~·~e ni6hts in the 
whale's belly; so shall the Son of man be t::O.rt::e days 
and tnrE:e ni 0 ~1tG in t,he i1.eart of the earth . 
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J,>atthew 12:lf0 1n t11 1: li:)1t of ~oh.:1 2:18. At a dif-

ferent. occasion Christ:, 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. 11 (John 2:18) In 

this instance He spoke of tne temple, His body (2:21). 

Although the occasion for and the statement or Matthew 12:40 

ls entirely different, the Wednesday proponents have inter

preted this passage as ~avlng application to Christ's body 

as well. · Then, based upon a fu1'ther aSBU\Jlption that the 

bur·ial took place around 6 p. m., the 'Nedne sday theory 1 s 

fabricatea. Chr1Gt 1 s oody having to be in the grave for 

three days puts tnerel'ore the resur:cectlon at approximately 

1 
6 p.m. Saturday evening. 

Matthew 12:40 in the light of_!. Corinthians .!.SJl!. 

Often this verse is produced to prove tnat. Christ's body lay 

in the grave for G1u-·ee days. The verse read.a, "And that he 

was buried. and t.i'.lat he rose again the third day, according to 

tne Scriptu~es." ~ut it cannot be proven conclusively that 

tnia doeo not merely r~fer to the prophecy or tne bur1a1 in 

Isaiah 53:9, "And he made his grave with tne wicked and wl-r,h 

the rich in his deatn. 11 Tnis prophecy has b1.::en precisely ful

filled; Christ was crucified with the two thieves and yet Vias 

1 R. M. Allen, .212.• cit., pp. 48-50 • 
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given an honorable burial DY the rich Joseph of' Arlma.thca 

(Jonn 19:38-42). Bu~ no mat~er 1r1 what disposition His oody 

was, in John 2: 18 Christ. was spea1t1ng or His numan habitation, 

Hie body, which He would not be able to use again until the 

third day, when He would be resurrected. And this is to what 

Paul makes reference in I. Corinthians 15:4. 

Matthew 12:40 in the light of Ephesians :!:.;_2,. In 

Matthew 12:40 Christ was not apeak1nc; of His body. The 

Apostle Pa1.1l 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. 

w'ihile His body lay dead in the sepulc~1re, Christ was in the 

lower parts or heart of the earth. 

Matthew 12:40 in the light of Luke 23:4}. There is 

still another verse of Scripture which wo~ld at least indi

cate that Christ was not speaking of His body in Matthew 12:40. 

To the repenting thief on the cross He said, "Today shalt thou 

be with me in Paradise." (Luke 23:43) What would have been 

the difference 1f Jesus had said, "Today thou shal.t be with 

the Son of Man in Paradise"? Absolutely none. The real 

person of Jesus wa~ not the body but the soul and spirit. 

Had 1 t been the body, then 1 t must be assu.:ned that the thief 

was buried with Him on that same day in the same tomb. 
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The Internret/--1.tlon of "the he::irt of the earth" 

The logical inference ls inescapable that the "three 

days and three nights in the heart of the earth" have refer

ence to the place of the living nersonalitI 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 either view; that is, that the body or person 

of Christ is meant. Most of those who are generally con

sidered orthodox have indicated that reference 1a :;1ade to the 

Lord's spirit rather than to His body. To these belong KBnig, 

Meyer, Stier, Webster, Wilkinson, and Alford. The Roman 

Catholic Church holds the same view. 2 

Old Testament txpologx. 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 e.mployed to either pro.ve or disprove the above inter

pretation of Matthew 12:40, it is 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 r.~orison, [! Practical Commentary g_g the GosDel 
Accordil).5 !& fil. )'.fotthew (:Goston: N. J. Bartlett and Company, 
1 884) , p. 2 17 
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The so 1Jl 0f J'•J'lftiL went into sheol (J011R.h 2 ::J.) from whence 

hB cried, while his ~ody rested in 1cath in the abdomen of 

the fish (Jonah 2:1). Also, there is a description of the 

place of "sheo L" 

t 1 113 moun a !1.S. 

or "hades" . , namely at "the bottom of the 

59 

Ne\'i Testament teaching. Once the truth of Matthew 

12:40 is understood, it is easy to comprehend that the 

Scripture itself sets the start for the three days and three 

nights. If the heart of the earth is the same-as A0raham's 

bosom (Luke 16:27) or Paradise (Luke 16:32), and if the spirit 

of Jesus went there immediately upon His death--which it did-

t:i1en there is no problem in d.oterminine; at wh~ t tL:;.e of day 

this took place. The Scriptures are clear on this. Christ 

died at the ninth hour (Jewish tlwe), or about 3 p.m. 

(Uark 15:34; Luke 23:44). To apply t.:1is time to the Wednesday 

element would mea 1\. ti.mt Christ rose three days and three 

nichts later, or a1·ound 3 p.m. on S.:i.turday afternoon. .dut 

had He remained in tnt:: grave until sunset or a few minutes 

past- -as ·;;ec1nesday act voe ates asse1't- -He would have oeen dead 

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

day, instead of on the third. 4 

3De Haan, 212• cit., pp. 80-82. 

4R. M. Allen, Q.12• cit., pp. 53-55 • 
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II. THE EXPOSITION OF THE GREEK 

In Matthew 28:1,another pivotal verse for the various 

theories, there ~re used two contoversial words which should 

be given some consideration. The verse under discussion 

reads as follows: "In the end of the sabbath, as it 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 1, y,l , in the phrase o y,l cf'~ 

Upon these two words most of the Wednesday 

advocates base their pronouncement that two of the women 

already made an evenine; visit to the sepulchre. This is to 

be conclus1 ve pL·oo.f that Christ had risen shortly after sun

set on Saturday, rather than around sunrise on the first day 

of the week. The other gospels simply mention a morning visit, 

so it is this verse only upon which the argument hin5es. It 

was already pointed out earlier th~t it see!ned 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. 

The Meaning 
J \ 

of O 1/J 6 
") \ 

The definition of 0 tpt= a.s given in the Greek lexicon 

is "after a long time, " "at, .Lt:H1gth, 11 "late." It also can 

mean "late in the day," "at even." The adverb is in direct 
, 

opposition of the word IT/Jw c.. 
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It :mist be recoVl,ized that the usa0 e of this word 

admits for considerable latitude of Deanin~, ~ccording to 

the lexicon definition. 5 The widerlying thought for the 

word in English ie "later on," "after," 11 aubseq1.1ently/' 

'rollowlng." Despite these broad meanings it will be admit

ted that the secondary meanini:; "at even" is per:nlsatble. 

And those that subscribe to the 'i'/ednesday theory hold to 

this~ The evening is said to be betwecln 6 p.m. and 9 p.m. 

Therefore, as far as the time element of t~at word is 

concerned, one would be justified in saying that it sug

gests a time near the end of the Sabbath. Let this be 

• gra.nted, notwithstanding the fact that Lenski rightly 

remarks, 

• 

It is wifortunate that the R. B. ~as translated 
b~a~y-Jtl' , "now late on the Sabbath day." This 
would say that the women came to the tomb late on 
Saturday instead of early Sunday. Thia might be the 
sense of the Greek words used in the classics, but in 
Koine 1oi,,6 1 s used as a,.. preuoal tlon and l!leans "after," 
"long after so:nething. 110 -

~. Mean1n3 of ~lf t f CJcrKo~<T'fl 
I. 

This word mod if iea b ~~ and al though the other 
) 

word might be translated in various waye,ant~~<t-~o~has a 
~ ,, 

more limited meaning. It is a form of the verb~Jr•~tt-KCJ • 

r:: 
~Liddell and Scott, Gre~k-~nBlis~ Lexicon (New York: 

Follett P1..1blishit15 Company, 1950), p. 509 . 
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There is some little difficulty here, becauue the end 
o:f t'1e sa.hbath (and of the we13k) Vias at sunset the n1 0ht 
ber'ore. It 1s hardly to be supposed tha} ~t. Matthew 
means the evening of the saiJbath, thoughErucpc.,.-"'~ is 
used of the day beg1nn1!1g at sunset (Luke xx1i1. 54, and 
note). It. is best to interpret a doubtful expression 1n 
unison with the other test1~oniea, and to suppose that 
here both the day and the breaking of the day are taken 
in their ,lli!tura1, 8not their Jewish sense (all italics 
1n the or1gina1J. 

Alford notices the two different inter·pretatlons, and 

yet what he assumes is the correct Jewish sense of the word 

is in actuality nothing more than the imposed meaning, derived 

through "circular interpretation." 

It can be s.een that if the lnterpreta t1on of Luke 23 

verse 54 were equally applied to Matthew 28 verse l, those 

subscribing, to the Friday theory would find themselves 

impaled on the horns of a monstrouE dilemma. To be con

sistent, they would have to hold that Christ was buried at 

6 n.m. on Friday and rose at 6 n.m.. on Saturday, exactly 

twenty-four hours later. 

As far as the Wednesday proponents are concerned, 

they are also in a dilemma. It has 0een shown tnat. the 

specific interpret~tion necessitates a rererence to tne begin-

ning of dayll5l1t. 
, > , 

i.;onsequently, botn c>-y.,c and E:-rrc ftc:1(H(Ov~1 

pro::,erly translat'6a in t.ae verse would renuer it tnus: "Late 

8 
Henry Alford, Tne Greek Testament (Boston: Lee and 

Shephard, Publisher, 18d5), p. 309, 
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after tne Sa:JD3.ttw, n:-, l'c, l18(';an t•) e:,,~t lli:,ht, to.,ard t..he 

f 1rst uay of tne week c .me ary Ma0dalene an<1 the otner Mar_y 

to see t.ne other sepulchre." 

The recoru harmonizes perLectJ.y with that of Mark, 

Luke, and John. '£here is no evidence tna t Chr1 st rose 

Saturday evening at 6 p.m. or shortly thereafter. Rather, 

siraultaneously with the visit to the tomb by the two women 

on Sunday ni'orning, there was a big earthquake and the stone 

was rolled away fro~ the tomb (~atthew 28:2). It is the 

most probable conclusion that Christ rose then or just prior 

to the earthquaKe • 

For the present,sufficlent discussion hc!.s been given 

to the time ot' the ;.;,avior's dea.th and resurrection, and it 

would be advisable to see what :nay be learned regarding the 

exact time of His burial. 

III. THE TI;✓iE OF T:18 BURIAL 

For an extensive invest15ation of this seemingly 

simple problem the work of All<;n si10uld be consulted. He 

alone seems to have harmonized properly the.various gospel 

accounts and listed their lo5ical sequence. No one else, 

as yet, see::is to :iave reached a si:1.ilar conclusion on gro· ... mds 

of Bcriuture, thouc::;h it see:na to be the only conclusion pos

sible in lisht of the Jewish c.;ul ture, as well as ti1e 11 teral 

meaning of the Greek l~nguage. ~llen's view, though greatly 
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condensed,1~ ~iven below, after a discussion of the customs 

reGardlng the Jewish Sa~~aths. 

It is generally believed arnon13 Christians that Christ 

was burl.e.'1.around 6 p.m. on the day of crucifixion. T:iose 

subscribing to the Wednesday theory e~nphaslze this fact 

because they start the period of seventy-two hours then. The 

Friday advocates hold their view because they assume that 

the weekly Saboa~h started tnen. 

Jewish Customs Relating!£ Sabbaths 

A word which is often mentioned in connection with 

the events of the passion week is "the preparation." The 
, 

Greek word for this is rnt{'ct..trK~tHt. Luke 23:45 reads, for 

--"and it was preparation 

day." The meanin5 of th~ verb T'Vo..r,;v4. lz",J 1 s "to get ready," 

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

The background for this day of preparation is given 

ln Exodus 16:5,22-::.'.9, where Moses instructs the people con

cerning the commandments of the Lord: 

Thia is the day which the Lord hath said, Tomorrow is 
the rest of the holy sabbath unto the Lord: bake that 
which ye will bake today, and seethe that ye will seethe; 
and that which rema1neth over lay up for you to be kept 
until the morning. And they laid it un till the morning .•• 
And Moaea said, Eat that today; for today is a sabbath 
unto the Lord; today ye shall not find it in the field .•• 
See, for that the Lord hath given you the sabbath, 
therefore He giveth you on the sixth day the bread of 

9Lidaell and Scott, 2.2· cit., p. 527. 
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two day .s. 

The Jewish Sabbath was no fast clay and yet the Jews 

had to make the preparation of food on tl'\e previous day. 

ThereforeJ every day before a Sabbath was designated a "pre

paration day.'' 

As has been previously indicated, apart from the 

weekly Sabbaths, there were other Sabbaths in the Jewish 

ceremonial year. These are minutely described in Leviticus 23. 

Seven of these Sabbath days are mentioned in their order as 

follows: 

1. The Passover Sabbath on the fourteenth day of the 

fir-st month. 

2. The Unleavened Bread Sabbath on the very next day. 

3. The Feast of i<'irstfrui ts on the seventeenth day of 

the ;.:ion th. 

4. The Feast of Pentecost, fifty days later. 

5. The Feast of Trumpets, in the seventh :.,1onth. 

6. The Feast of Atonement. 

7. The Feast of Tabernacles. 10 

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 preparation . 

. Now a comnl1cat1on would arise if two Sabbaths fell 

10 
De Haan, 2.12.· cit., ryp. 122-123. 
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on succeedini_'; days. The first Sabbath would be considered 

the day of ~r~paration in name only. Only one day would be 

available to ryrepare for both. This was exactly the situ

ation in the ~assion week. (The last chapter will deal in 

detail with this area.) A proper under::itanding of these 

Sabbaths and their preparation will help in explaini~g 

puzzling references in the gospels. The way in which the 

days of the Passover week were described permitted consider

able latitude of expression. It is therefore necess~ry to 

1 1 interpret these accounts 111 the light of the Jewish customs. 

For ex&.mple, John writes, 11 And it was the preparation 

of the 9assover, and about the sixth hour.'' (John 19: 1~) He 

means that it was about 6 a.m. (accordin~ to Roman ti~e) on 

the 14th of Nisan, which was the preoaration day for the Pass

over Sabbath.starting at 6 n.m. The term "Passover" refers 

to the feast day. The words "feast of" are omitted because 

there was one part~cular passover day requiring a day of 

pre para tlon. 

The Burial 

Previous discussion has shown that i.,;hrist died around 

the ninth hour, or three o'clock. in the afternoon. The 
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subseq 11ent events in the clr;-tr·1a 3.re rccor,Jccl in John 19: 31 : 

The Jews therefore, because it w~s the nreparatlon, 
that the bodies should remain upon the cross on the 
sabbath day, (for that sabbath day was an high day,) 
besought Pilate tha.t their legs mi 6ht be broken, and 
that they might be taken away. 

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

and therefore must have ta.ken place before o p.;n. 

Jewish customs re1at1ng to burial. The common belief 

is that the Jews desired to have the bodies taken away before 

the incipient day. ~here is, however, a wealth of contrary 

evidence in all four gospels, which indicates that this was 

not so. The Jews merely took care tnat the body should not 

• remain on the cross d 1.lrlne; the dayti~r.e of the following day. 

• 

The 11 teral renderin1-:; of the ex'Jlana tory clause in this 

thirty-first verse of John 19 ls "for trte day of that Sab-

bath was a great one." 
<: C 

The n n..feP"- would be supecfluous 

unless it specially indicateu ~he daytime, instead the whole 

twenty-four hour period. 

The Jews did not particularly care v;_;en the Roman. 

:rnldiers re~noved the bodies fro:i: tne crosses, just as long 

as they would not be there on the following day. The Mosai~ 

l;:iw relati:1s to such a case is found in Deuteronomy 21: 22-2j: 

And if n ~Rn have com~itted a sin worthy of death, 
and. he be t,) be ~)llt to de!:ith, a i,J tl1ou hane: hi::a on a 
tree; His body shall not remain all ni5ht u;)on the 
tree, but thou shalt in an_y wise bury him that day .... 
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b0th in 'at thew :27: 57 ::tncl ,;,:.rlc 15: JQ tlii?re are stron5 ind.i

cP..tions that the words "when t}1:.: even r1c:..:-: come" set the ti:ne 

or ti1e ,burial before sunset on the crucifixion day. 

> l Closely connected with o~c , the v1ord discussed 
> , 

earlier, is t;1e word o,pict..~ tr::...nslu. tod "evening" in the oe 

tv:o p;-:.ssages. Tnere ca;1 be no doubt tnat. t.nG :·:ord 11.s refer

ence to t11e eveni :16, after SUflSet, or ti1e eveni 111:5 watch. 

The same word is useu in :,iark 1: 3? where t ;ere is a clear 

indication that t. .. 1e t.i:::.e period explained com:nences with tne 

settinc, or t.ne sw1: "ii.nd evenin,_:; havin[; come, when the sun 

did set. II The 
> r, , 1 

~hre:.se 01f'tCl 0£ 'jE-V0 jJ~YI\S expresses completed 

action, for tne narticinle is second a:::>rist in t.ense; and so 

the entire nhrase could be legi tl:.1a te ly transla teci, ""ilhen 

it•was a1ruady even1ns, t11ere cc...me a rich __ c,;."1 or Ari:nathea .. , 11 

In none of the six ti;nes tnat the Woi•d is useQ in the l'Jew 

Tcstamen~ is there any implied rererence ~o the time before 

sunset. There is not._ing in tne refere1lces vuicn will not 

.!:'it 12 into a time period followinG ~DG settinB of the sun.· 

The lo3ical c onclus io:1 f 1' □rn tais rather extensive 

·:lisc 1.1ss ion of "evening·· must be_ triat the next day, tne 15th 

0f '.Ti san, had ;"-11·e2c<.ly start,ed wl1t:.m. Jo senh or AriL!la tnea went 

Lo Pilate to b.Gk I°u:c Ci.U'ist: 6 boGJ. And the body ,.,ust still 

1 ') 
ci.{obert You111 ·, .h.nalyti cal v oncord~mce to the .Ji ble 

:~v: '{oi.~k: Funk ctn(l .. ae:;na1ls ,~o'Ilpany, n.d.), ,~ ..J'...19-310. 
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BO late is not 61ven. PcriL•JG onG writer iR correct when 

he remarks tnat. 

50 

"when i::,ven nad come 11 gains significance from the con
text ·tha t he "took coura6e '' ( :.;ark 1 ::i: 42f. ) . His going 
to Pilate on aucn an errana was ora~en audacity. 
Besides courage 1 t called 1·or extreill~ caution. He 
chose the time when everyone would tie indoors par
taking of the Passo7er meai. 13 

Pilate did not agree at once. Probably witn custom

ary oriental delioeratlon ne lnquirea now Jesus could be 

dead so soon. 'l'nen to get proor tna t Joseph I s woro.s indeed 

were true, he sent ror tne centurion tMark 15:45). It ls 

possible that tne centurion was calied to come from Gol

gatha. The fact is certain, however, tnat consiaerable time 

must have elapsed. berore Josep.n--carryin5 n1.s hunared pouna.s 

of spices {Jonn 20:39)--with the other.sreached the cross. 

More time nn.rnt have passed before the body was 

taken down, carried to the tomb, and the eo~.:ialm1ng begar,. 

John records (19:39-40) that linens and a 5reat quantity of 

t~romatics were used for tne process. This must have been 

very time consumin5. 

The embalm1n5. The gener~l picture therefore 1s that 

::mch time passed by before the body of Christ was placed into 

13J. Spencer .i<:ennard, "The Bu.r1..al of Jesus," Journal 
Q[ Biblical Li tera t 1_,1•e, VXX,IV (December, t 955), 250 • 
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the tomb. 

:5 1 

It uetJm::.; entirely feasible that this was not done 

until 9 or 1C :1.m. :)ever1J.l hours ou:.it .,a,e i.Jeen c;onsu::.aeu in 

the e:nbal .. ti:1.g. The hundred pounds of spices were used up, 

otherwise there would be no reason for the women to return 

on another day, havinc bought ~ore. 14 

Only now doec the real t11eaninG of the language of 

Luke 23: 5j-j"t becor,1e apparent: 

And having it tu.ken down, he wram>ed 1 t in a linen 
cloth and placed it in a tomo hewn ln a rock, in which 
no one ever yet was laid. And it was Jreparation day, 
and a sab;:Jath begi.in to gro·,, to·.-;c:1.rd daylight. 

Day was approachin5. Christ's loyal disciples had 

wor.;rnd the greater part of the nlg,.}it ! !~ut now it was Sab-

oath and they were defiled by a ~ead body. In all haste 

tney concluded their work, so that they would not be seen. 

The law made provision tha~ they could ea~ the Passover, 

which they had aissed, one month later (Nu@bers 9:10-12). 

3ut by then Christ was risen and, He beine, the Passover lamb, 

there was no mor~ necessity for the eatinG of the meal. 15 

The violation of the Sabbath. Should there be any 

objection tha~ this view compels the disciples to violate a 

~abbath by working, it need only be pointed out th~t the law 

com:nands only concernin1:-~ tnis Sabbath, 11 ••• ye shall do no 
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servile work therein." (Leviticus 23:7:-1) ut:r1er people died 

on ti1ese Sabu2.ths and no·,;her0 in t~10 la .. ,,c.!J tiiere said any

thing against the burial of a body on such a day. Had the 

body been permitted to remain unembalmed, the disciples 

would have had to wait 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

ine; to the commandment"' (Luke 23 :56b) · and, ha.vtng bought 

spices, returned to t,he t.o.a;tb early Sunday morning to finish 

the embalming of their beloved Savior. Great controversy 

exists concerning that v1s·1t. Mark, Luke, and John defi

nitely record a vist to the tomb early Sunday morning. 

~c1.tthew's account, however, ls very disputed as to when 

the visit took place. 

IV. THE VISIT TO T~E TO!il:B 

All four e;ospel accounts record the visit to the 

sepulchre. It forms the connecting link of evidence ·bet

v:een the dead and burled Savior and a gloriously risen Lord. 

In light of the discussion of the words b~ e and 
, ,, 
etncp ~trJ<.."'1 of Matthew 28: 1, 1 t would hardly seem necessary 

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

d_nit(a) took place. However, the problem has a cleu.r solution • 
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The Problem 

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 t.h1::o 1uportant matter. The 

key passage in each gospel is as follows: 

In the end of the sabbath, as it began to dawn 
toward tne f1rs.t day '•or the week .... Ola tthew 2!3 :,1.J 

And very early int~ morning., tne first day of 
the week, they came unto the sepulchre at. t.he·r1s1ng 
of tne sun. (Mark 16:,2J.. 

Very early in the. ,.morning they came unr.o the 
sepUJ.chre. ( Luke 24: 1') 

The first day of the week cometh Mary Magdalene 
early,. when it was yet. dark, unto the sepulchre. 
( John' 2 O : ·1 ) 

53 

Writing of the chapters 1n w111.ch' these various 

accounts of the visit to the tomb appear, that. great ocholar, 

Henry Alford, expressed considerable doubt: 

Supposing us to be acquainted with every ·thing ·said 
and done, in its orc\~r and . exactness, we Should doubt,,,.,, 
less be-able'to reconcile, or account for, the present 
rorms or the nar.rativ.es; but not having this key to t.he 
harraonizing of them.,' all attempts to do so· ••• carry no 
(?ertaln,ty with them,~ . And I may .. remark, :tha1.,. of ~.11 the 
harmonies, those or·',:,ne· lncia.ents or thei;e chapters· are 
to me the roost. unsatisfactory. Giving ~heir compilora 
credit for the beat intentions, I confess they seem to 
me to -weaken instead, of strengt.nenlng t11e evidence, which 
now rests (speaking mero.1y·objt:ct.lvely) on the unexcep
tionao1~ testimony of three independent narrators, and 
of one, who besides·was an eye-witness of much that 
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happened. 

The Solution. 

This perhaps somewhat lengthy quotation from Alford 

indicates how even men of great learning are perplexed by 

these accounts. Yet the problem is by no mea!1s as unsolvable· 

as the quotation miS~t make it appear. Space will not permit 

. to quqte the aepGrate accounts of the early morning visits. 

The narratives are familiar to moat people. An effort will 

be made to merely piece together, as well as possible, the 

various details in the separate accounts for the purpose 

of reconstructing the scene.at the tomb on that resurrection 

morning. 

Moat Wednesday proponents have arrived at the con

clusion that there was an evening visit (according to Matthew) 

and a morning visit (according to t~e other gospels). But as 

has been sufficiently demonstrated, this cannot possibly be • 

. The two women mentioned by :Matthew were the same ones who, 

according to .Mark, 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 somnuimli sts, there was no need for them to return 

'lri th spices on the next tllorning, pretending that they knew 

:nothing about His already being risen . 

Each evangelist tells the story in his own way with 
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an eye to his reader or readers for v,hom he has planned his 

entire record. Should someone attempt to trace the reasons 

each had for including Just what lle did, he would be on some 

uncertain grouna. anu dare not be too insistent. Instead of 

becoming critical, men should be grateful for the records 
17 that they have. 

The four narratives we have stand as four witnesses. 

Vfheri one reads these gospel records, the one attitude of even 
I 

the most cr1ticai reader must be that the reports are true 

in even every detail. Thie attitude is unaffected by the 

ao1ence of textual criticism, which should only rest in the 

hands of competent scholars. The scholars' approved results 

are moat precious. Therefore no part of the testimony that 

is ottered dare be discredited on any subjective or dogmatica.l 

grounds as some critics-have done. So, for instance, Briggs 

and Driver accuse Matthew of maliciously mutilating Mark's 

record of the sunrise visit to the tomb while they charge 

Mark with the "misunderstanding of his Aramaic authority" 

for the account. 18 

Whether or not an individual reader is able to fit 

17 R. C, H. Lenski, Interpretation of St. Luk.E3 1 s 
Gospel (Columbus, Ohio: The Wartburg Pres'ii"; 1951}, ry. 1168. 

18w. c. Allen, 2.2.• oit., PP· 26-30 • 
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all the pieces 1!1 the ~ords tosetner :tas no bearing on the 

truth and the correction of these pieces themselves. What 

one man cannot do proves nothing in re6~rd to ~ore compe-

tent men. One should learn to patiently content himself 

with the fact that there are some problems--and they are few 

1n number--that have not yet been cleared up. The Christian 

student has only one luty, na~ely, properly to combine all 

the testimony and thus to reconstruct the entire story. The 

statement, whether made by Wednesday advocates or anyone else, 

that this can never be done is unwarranted. 

The Narrative 

Matthew gives the moment of starting preparati~n for 
) \ 

the journey by hie use ofo~E, and the beneral ti~e of arrival 
.. , 

by 6Tfl <fCQ.-IC.ollo-~. John probably has reference to the time he 

knew his mother left the home, "it still being dark." 

(John 20:1) Luke eCTDhasizee the time of the journey itself, 

"very early in the morning," (Luke 24: 1) and ).~ark the time 

of arrival at the tomb, "and very ea::--ly in the ·r:orning.· 11 

(;Aark 16:2). '£he various emphases on the ti'.:l.e of the vlslt 

reveal only too clearly the various viewpoints from which the 

writers explained the visit. 

Having felt the need for more spices and ointments 

after the hurried burial on Thursday nisht (early Friday Jew

ish ti:ne), the worneri had decided to buy wore and return to 
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the tor.:ib after the two Sabbaths were nast. Right after sun-

down on Saturday, when the stores o~ened a~a1n after the 

weekly Sabbath, they bought the necessary aromatics and 

prepared them. Awaiting the dawn of the first day of the 

week, they already started out while 1t was yet dark. They 

afived just at sunrise. 19 

There ia little imagination necessary to visualize 

what transpired upon the arrival at tne tomb. On the way 

they had probably some doubt as to their strength being ade

quate to remove the atone· from the en~rance or tne tome. 

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 s~one has already been removed and 

the door is exposed. They all lead to the same natural con

clusion that tne ~omb nas Deen rifled by the enemies of 

Jesus, the Jews. 

An angel had come from heaven (Matthew 28:2) and 

rolled away tne stone and tnen sat on it. ~hile the women 

were on their way, the dead body or Jesus Christ in the 

tomb had come to life and moved out of the closed sepul

chre through the rock. Because of its very nature thls act 

19 · R. M. Allen, 2.12• cit., pp 134-136 . 
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was wi t•1esse,1 by no one. The soldie.cs saw 1:1:1d neard nothin1~ 

of it. The to~b was then emrty. But lr1 tne next lilstance-

just as signs of nature had accompanied the death of Christ-

an earthquake shook tne ground, an angel flashed from the sky, 

oerhans touched the stone, makin~ it 11y rrom its place; the 
r 

soldiers lay like dead, recovered, and then fled. The stone 

lyin3 flat on the ground revealed that tne sepulchre was 

empty: the angel sat upon it, and before the women arrived 

he entered the tomb. There is no way the movements of the 

other angel can be traced. 

The women were convinced that the body of Jesus had 

been stolen by the Jews. ·Therefore Mary Magdalene turned and 

ran for help. She apuarently did not see the angels. A short 

while later she reachea Peter and John. She tells tnem, "Trley 

have taken away the Lord out of the sepulchre, and we know not 

where they have laid hi:n." (John 20:2) In meantime the other 

women have seen the angels and returned to tell tne ~essage 

of the a~0els to the disciples. 

Peter and John start to go to the tomb, and after prob-

3.bly meetillt; t11e returnin5 women on the nath, they run the 

rest of tne way, only to find the tomb e;nnty, with the linen 

bands still there, ncitner cut .:or st1·i'."l >eu ol'l' . .n strange 

sl~ht to behold~ Those flat wranpinss certainly confirmed 

the testLJOn'j of t:1e women: Jesus was indeed risen froui the 

dead~ 
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CHAPTZR V 

OLD TESTAMENT TYPOLOGY OF' TH2 DEATH OF CHRIST 

All the Scriptures speak of Christ. While talking 

to two of His disciples on the roa.d to Emmaus He reproved 

them for not knowing this fact: 

O 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 ScriptU.L·es tne things concerning him
self. (Luke 24:25-27) 

The Ola Testament cleaQy teaches the death of ~hrist 

anu His resurrection, in types and symbols. (Luke 24:46) If 

this is true, then these Scriptures must certainly speak of 

the exact time at wnich the lamb of God shouid be slain. and 

be gloriously raised as Lord and God. So:ne of theee Old 

Testament passages will be briefly discussed to see how 

clearly and marvelously the sufferings of Ghrist were fore

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

the week and was raised on the first day. 

I. CHRIST AND GENESIS 3: 15 

The first prophecy of Scripture relates to this com

bination of sufferin6 and triumph for the ~on of God. Chris~ 

the seed of the woman, was to bruise the heud of the serpent, 

Satan. But Satan would be permitted to bring affliction and 
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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 Old Testament types on 

various occasions for the teaching of deeper spiritual 

truths is evident. In His talk with Nicode~us He referred 

to the serpent lifted up in the wilderness as illustrating 

what He had to go through. His use of Jonah is another sign. 

Beyond dispute, the greatest type which Christ fulfilled la 

that or the Passover lamb. 

II. CHRIST AND EXODUS 12 

-~ meaning of the Passover. A brief summary will 

suffice to indicate what the keeping of the Passover involved. 

When· God announced to the children of Israel Hi.a plan of 

redemption by blood from the bondage of Egypt, He started 

their calendar with the month of N1san (Exodus 12:2). The 

Israelites were commanded to take a male lamb of the first 

year, without ble~1sh, and set lt aside on the tenth d~y of 

the month (12:3,5). Then they were to keep it until the 

eveni().g of the fourteenth day~ when it was to be killed. Its 

blood was to be caught in a baaln, then immediately applied 

to the lintel and side-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 norni:10 ( 12:22). 

Those dwelling within$ 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 institution 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 eveni~ or late afternoon, between three and 

six o'clock, instead of at the exact time of the setting of 

the sun: "Thou shaltsacriflce the uassover at even, at the 

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

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

its real sense, is the slaying of the lamb. In close con

nections is the eating of it. These ceremonies, as noted, 

a-ccurred on separate days, the 14th and 15th of Nisan, 

respectizely, and necessitated certain terms to identify 

them. To these two ~eremoniea must be added a third obser

s.erv~nce. Thia la the elimination of all leaven from the 

Jewish meals for an entire week, fro~ the 14th to the 21st 

of the month of :usan. The 1.1+th was called 't.he preparation 

day" for the 11 feast of the Passover," or "feast day," a 
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term siven to the followi,1,:.:. day, alti10u.,;h only a few ho'..lrs 

intervened between the killing of the lctmb and tne eating 

t·ereof. The term "Feast of unleavened bread" applies to 

the entire week during which the use of leaven was forbid-

den. {Exodus 12:28). There is much difi'iculty connected 

with determining the exact Jewish custo;as of Christ's time, 

but as far as can be ascertained, especially in light of 

the Old Testament com:nandments, these are the right days 

for the Passover, as well as the proper terms for the days. 

III. THE LAST SUPPER O:b"' THE DISCIPLES 

1 

Commentators are at great varience with each other in 

setting the tLne for the last supper. There are those who 

hold that the last supper was eaten on the 13th, on the 14t~ 

or on the 15th--and many are the proposed reasons. The 1aaue 

at stake 1a not so much whether the crucifixion occurred on 

Wednesday, Thursday, or Friday, out rather it is a matter of 

reconciling 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 sun~Jer eaten'? Most people commonly 

identify it with the eatini:) or t.ne Passover la:rtb on the evening, 

1 
Hacket, _QQ. cit., III, pp. 2349-2351 . 
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that ls, the first part o:i:- t:1~ l5ta of :r1san. ;:jut tn1s 1s 

1:nposslble. Jonn tells us thut Christ was crucifieci on the 

preparation of the Passover, or, in other words, on the 14th 

of Nisan (John 19:14). Of course Johri knew what happened, 

because ne ·.vas one of the disciples sent to uake ~Jr0paratlons 

for the meal, The statement ls clear that the Jews had not 

yet eaten the Passover before Christ was crucified: 

Then led they Jesus from Caiaphas wito the hall of 
Juds~ent; and it was early; and they themselves went 
not into the Judgment hall, lest they should be defiled; 
but that they might eat the passover. (John 18:28) 

Of necessity the conclusion follows that Christ could 

not have died as the Pasaover Lamb and at the same time have 

eaten the Jewish Passover. The objection ~l~ht be raised 

that lndeecl Mark 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 the ;Jassover, i11a disciples said unto him, 
ifhere w11 t tho1.1 bha t we 30 and ~repare that thou 
:nayest eat the :Jassover'? (:iark 12: 14) 

In light of the above ex1lanatlon, however, it may 

be briefly l!1entioned that it was an universal practice arnon5 

the Jews to set aside the leaven a whole day before the legal 

first day of unleavened bread. And the clause "when they 

killed the Da.ssover'' se~·v,:: s ;nu rely as an 1dentif1ca tlon of' 

the feas~ of unleavend ~read, at the ti@e of the Passover. 2 
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The :ire:>f .. ratlon wnicil the ui~1t.:i;iles .ay t.ave thouo-11t 

to be for the next day was ;nade tt1e :)reparation for an imille

dlate meal which became the Paschal iJeal of that year. The 

events of the following morning rendered tne regular Passover 

impossible. The time, therSfore, at which the sup~&r took 

place, was shortly after sunset, in the early evening hours 

of Thursday, the 14th of N1san, which started;--as must be 

reme~bered, 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 suffer," (Luke 22:15) 

for here He informs His disci;:iles that He would like to eat 

the Passover with them but is unable to do so. If this inter

pretation on the Last Supper see,cs strl::.nge or forced, 1 t 

should be remembered that while the memory of events was Btlil 

fresh, as it was at tne time wnen tne gospels were written, 

statements wn1cn seem. perplexin6 now may have oeen readily 

intelligible from a knowledge of the connecting facta.3 

The antityne of tne Passover. It was mentioned earlier 

that one of the benefits for this whole study would be the 

clearer understand in~ of Old Testc.rnent typology, wh1.ch or 

necessity accomoanies this investisation. Perhaps nowhere 

3 .,. t t t 1 t z 3 ,·, ,. . 0 ,1es co , on. _c_., on. ~· .;•-_;4 . 



• 

• 

• 

66 

if::! there a clearer foreni1ow.in,.:, or the events of the passion 

week than in the Passover, Christ was a lamb without blemish 

and without spot, free from all sin. He was chosen on the 

10th day of Nisan, for lt was then that the triumphal entry 

into Jerusalem was made, ht this tiille He was set aside by 

the JRwish nation and rejected as their .Lessiah--marked for 

death, Not a bone of Him was broken (John 19:56 cf. ~xo-

dus 12:46, Psalm 34:20), and He was killed on the 14th of 

Nisan at the exact time of the slaying of tne lamb. Truly, 

the type is marvelously fulfilled in every detail and Paul 

well remarks that'"Christ our passover is sacrificed for us." 

(I. Corinthians 5:7) 

I II • CHRIST AND HOS2A 6: 1-2 

Again it is the Apostle Paul who wrote that Gnrist 

rose ae;ain the tn1ra aay, 11 accordlng to the Scriptures." 

(I. Corinthians 15:4) Tllererore it ls not surprislrie5 that 

both direct tyl'.>eB and prophecies rerer to tne tnree-day 

interval of Christ's death. 'r11e prophet, Hosea ;nakes an 

Come, and let us return unto the Lord: for he hath 
torn, and he will heal us; he hath smitten, ana he w111 
blnd us un, After two days Will he revive us: ln the 
third day he will ru1se us up, a~a we enalL Live ln n1s 
s 1 gh t . ( Hose a 6 : 1 - 2 ) 

Th1s prophe.;y has its prl:narJ a~,,llicatlon t,o Israel . 
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;Jevertheless, antityp1ca11y 1..1w lan6uase is so rra;ned as to 

refer in its full accuracy 01ly to tae Messiah, the ideal 

Israel (Isaiah 49:3), who was ra1sea. on tne tnird day~ 

Although Israel was smitten as a nation, tne Messiah was tne 

Olle that actually took the punishment for the nation which 

rejected Him (Isaiah 53),and it was said or rtlm tnat 11 he 

shall_ prolong his days and the pleasure or tne Lora. shall 
.S II 4 

proper in hie hand. (Isaiah 53:10) 

There is more meaning in Hosea's words than appears 

at first. Just as Goa. completed the work of creation on 

the sixtn day, having made man, and started His rest· on the 

seventh a.ay, even so tne Lord Jesus, finishinb His work of 

redemption near the ena or the fifth day, entered into His 

first rull evening-morning rest day on the sixth day. With 

Christ tne whole human race was dead and the Judsment pro

nounced upon Adam was carried out. The aeventn 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 judicial sense: soon it will be 

in actuality. For the second and last t1:::e God and man were 

able to keep the seventh day rest.5 

4Robert Jamieson, A. R. Fausset,and David Brown, 
Commentary£! the Old and New Testaments (Hartford, Conn.: 
S. S. Scranton and Company, 1871), p. 655. 

5 
R. Ji.. Allen, QQ• cit., np. 99-100 . 
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The third day l~dicated the beginning of a new crea

tion.- It 1s the true reet day and the Sabbath had only been 

a sign of this to Israel, Thia new day is prophesied by the 

Psalmist: 

The stone which the builders refused is become the 
head atone of the corner. T~is is the Lord's doing; 
it la marvelous in our eyes. This is the day which 
the Lord hath made; we will rejoice and be glad in it. 
(Psalm 118:22-24) 

Thie then, concisely, le "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 is 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 give unto you, and 
shall reap the harvest thereof, then ye sliall bring a 
sheaf of the firstfruits of your harvest unto the priest: 
And he shall wave the sheaf before the ...,ord, to be accept
ed for you: on the morrow after the sabbath the oriest 
shall wave it. (Leviticus 23: 10-11) · -

Only as the New T~stament 18 consulted Will it become 

apparent that this ceremony speaks of the death and resurrec

tion of Christ. He Himself excH>.Lned, "Except a corn of 

wheat fall into the ground and die, it abideth alone; but if ~+rl~ 

. it bringeth for~~ ~uch fruit'' (John 12:24). There is another 
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verse whiGh comes as a nc.1.tural sequence, "But now is Christ 

risen from the dead, and become the flrstfruits of tliem that 

slept' (I. Corinthians 15:21). To be the ant1type for the 

ftrstfruits, Christ needed to be raised at the same time 

that the priest lifted up the sheaf of the f1rstfru1ts, 

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 tnree-day period of 

death in the Old Test&ment is that of Abra.ham and his obedi

ence to God's command to offer up to his son Isaac • 

This familiar passage in Genesis need not be quoted, 

but it ls interesting to notice the New Test~ment commentary 

on the verses, given in Hebrews 11:17-l9: 

By faith Abraham, when he was tried, offered up 
Isaac: and he that had received the promises offered 
up his only begotten son. Of whom it Vias said, That in 
Isaac shall thy seea be called: Accounting that God 
was able to raise him up, even from the dead; from 
whence he also rece1 ved hi;n in a figure. 

From the time that Abraham decided to obey God in 

this matter, Isaac was as good as dead. This is the re~son 

why Isaac v,as received back from the dead II in a figure. 11 This 

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

6 Ibid., pp. 101-102 . 
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A.braha:n liftod '...l.p his eyes :_ind saw Lie nl::ice afar off. 

There is a poaslbll ty that tr1e mountain in i,:loriah, spoken 
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of in Genesis 22:2, where the offering was made, ls tne same 

place where Christ was offered up. Josephus indicates that 

"it was the mountain upon which king David ,,.fterward built 

the temple. 117 Although this cannot be shown beyond the 

shadow of a doubt, it nevertheless is a probability , ana it 

certainiy would be true to the type. 

VI. CHRIST AND THE REi3T OF THE OLD TESTAMENT 

There are many other types and direct prophecies 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, is one or these. To this sufficient 

reference has been made. 

Another passa6e ~n which emphasis hus been placed 

on the three-day p1::riod is Exodus 8, where .:oses expresses 

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

journey into the wilderness to sacrifice to the Lord. 

(Exodus 8:26-27) 

The sniritual meaning or the three days is easily 

discernible. 2gypt 1s a tyoe or the old life, the bondage 

or. the flesh. God wo 1..1ld never reveal His way to the Isratlites 

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

7Jospehus, Ant1qult1es, 1. XIII, 2. 
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flesh lire. The three-day separation oov1o~sly la the death 

of the believer to the oLd life, followed by resurrection 

Wl th Cnr J. St;, on the thu·a. day. 

Numerous other examples of Old ·restament types could 

be listed here. These, however, must suffice to show that 

the prophets clearly spoke of Christ in relation to the time 

of His death and r~surrection. 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 life became certainties . 
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CHA?TSR VI 

THE DAYS 01!, THE PASSION NEEK 

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 ~'riday 

theories, which were claimed to prove their poe1t1on. In 
1n~-<-~ 

addition to thoo e verses, there is a great amount of c1roum-

etantial evidence, aa well as Old 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 detailed chronology of th1:s week 

which 1s g1v&1by the g9spel writers, there remains no more 

argument against Thursday and reason to still cling to the 

unscriptural, illogical Wednesday and Friday positions. 

I. THE CALENDAR BASIS 

Thus far it has seemed wise only to use the Word of 

God 1n the attempt to establish the day of cruc1f1x1on. The 

reason for this is 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 employed, 

especially if they appear to be founded on logic and truth. 
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Rejection and distortion Q.Y ~- Among those who 

hold the various theories of the time of Christ's death are 

those who deny that it ls at all possible to calculate the 

exacr year and day of the crucifixion. It should suffice 

to refer to the viewpoint of Just one of these men: 

Let it be reiterated, for the sake of clarity, that 
we poa1t1ve·1y cannot determine, on a primary basis of 
the calendar, or secular history, upon which day of the 
modern week the corresponding day of the Jewish month 
of Nisan, fell. Such 1s impossible until the exact 1 
year of the crucifixion can be stated with certainty. 

Allen holds 1t an impossibility that the year and day 

can be established. 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 calculation as one of the key arguments for their theory. 

They will go to any extreme to nrove their position thr0Ue5h vse 

of the histori~al calendar. Because of their zeal to expound 

their theory, whether scriptural or not, and because of the 

extreme variation ln their results, their calculations must 

be rejected. Self-styled scholars of this caliber can best 

be detected by their premise that Christ died in a certain 

year. They would not dare divul3e to others the secret of 

1 
i·L l':I. Al 1 en, Q12. c 1 t. , p. 1 48 . 
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wriere and hov1 they m1::)1t have derived at such a date. But 

00,ce they have established the year, without explanation, 

they proceed to determine laboriously the month and the day. 

An example of this follows: 

The writer has received two documents from our U. S. 
Naval Observatory at·Viashin3ton, D. C.,. confirming the 
clai~s of the Old Testament and.New Testament ·that Jesus 
Christ was crucified on Wednesday, the 14th of Niaan, by 
proving that the new~.m6on, 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 oe about 9 P. M. and that would put the new moon 
in and about the end of the first watch of tne Jewish 
night, of the fifth day of the f'.irat week, of" the first 
month~ Nisan, which 1~ the first month or tne Hebrew 
year. 

One can search 1n vain throughout this cited work for 

the way in which the year A. D. 30 has been calculated. A 

failure to eatab.:ish this negates all other calculations. 

·Calculation~ reception £,Y others. There 1a another 

distinct group of those who hold to one of the three theories. 

In this sroup there is Drimarily one person whose calculation 

of the year and day of the triumphal entry of Christ has been 

acclai:ned and acceryted by 1:?ost of evangelical Christendom as 

beini; correct. Sir Robert Anderson's monumental work, The 

Coming Pr1rice, has stood for many decades tne test of ti:nc a.nd 

acr1.it1n~f of scholars. Wr11)n,:; or tha day on which Christ made 

2 Kruschwitz, 212• cit., p •. 3 • 
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And the date of 1t can be ascertaineu. In accordance 
with the Jewish custom, the Lord went up to Jerusalem 
UDon the 8th Nisan, "six days before the Passover." But 

. a~ the 14th, on which the Paschal Supper was eaten [ sic J 
fell that year u,on a Thursday, the 8th was the preceding 
Friday. He must have spent the Sabbath, therefore, at 
Bethany; and on t:ie evening or the 9th, after the Sabbath 
had ended, the Su!>per took place 1n Martha' a house. Upon 
the following day, the 10th Nisan, He entered Jerusalem 
as recorded in the Gospels. 

The Julian date of, the 10th Nisan was Sunday the-6th 
April, A. D. 32. What then was the length of the period 
intervening between th~ issuing of tne decr~e 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 INTERVAL CONTAINED EXACTLY AND TO THE ~ERY 
DAY 173,880 DAYS, OR SEVEN TIMES SIXTY-NINE PROPHETIC 
YEARS OF 360 DAYS, (capitals 1n the original) the first 
sixty-nine weeks of Gabriel's prophecy.) . 

It is hoped that this extensive quotation will indi

cate beyond doubt tnat the Thursday cruc1r1xion is correct. 

If the triumphal entry was on Sunday, the 10th, four ctays 

later, the time when the Passover would be slain, :nust, be-~ 

Thursday. Anderson's testimony increases in value when it 

is recognized that. ne ct:oes not hold t.o a Thursday crucifixion. 

(His error is that which 1s peculiar to most older theologians: 

a f'ailure to recognize tnat there were two Sabbaths in the 

passion week.) 

Men like De Haan see the correctness of this calculation 

3Anderson, ~, cit., pp. 127-128 . 
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in that tney 1)lace Thursday on the 14th of Nlsan, which ls 

pro9er. But, tney nevertheless have been so enamored with 

the exact seventy-two hour position, that they place the 

crucirixlo:1 on Wednesday, having been compelled to sn1rt t.ne 

triwnphal entry back to tne Sabbatn. 

There ls one important fact brought out by all those 

who have made an extensive study of the days or tne Passover 

week. There is universal admission that if Christ maae His 

public entrance into Jerusalem on Sunday, then He must have 

been crucified on Tnursday. Tnia is plainly st.ated by one 

author: 

•.• Whatever day or 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 
cruc 1f1ed · on Thursday, and not on Fr.iday, , as we. paye .. 
been taught. This is evident from the fact that the 
day on which Christ was crucified "was the preparation 

. 11 
day of the Passover. Tae Passover was prepared the 
day before it was.eaten. 

This evidence for Thursday on the basis 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 Hie 

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

Christ, our Passover, was slain on tlle 14th of :Hsan, which 

4 
Fredrick, on. cit., ~p. 17-18 . 
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consequently must have been a Thursday. 
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Thus, tho three most 

importe.nt 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 Niaan; and the resurrection, 

on Sunday, the 17th of Nisan. 

In conclusion there remains only the filling in of 

the scriptural details in relation to the other days of the 

week. 

II. THE SCRIPTURAL BASIS 

'In pres~nting the gospel story of these ·days in its 

simplest, most logical form, it will be on the basis of such 

information-as is provided by the scriptural narratives. A 

proper start.for the chronological account can be the final 

stage of Christ's trin to Jerusale~ for the Passover, as He 

arrived in Jericho. 

Friday, Nisan ~- Jesus and His disciples stopped at 

Jericho for some time, where they were guests of Zacchaeua, 

the publican, durin6 the nit;ht, uncl Zacchaeus was converted 

( Luke 1 9; 1 - 1 O) • 

In the morning they started from J'e:.:icho, with some 

women from Galilee, and perhaps othars. And that day they 

tr~.veled eighteen miles to Bethany. On their way two blind 

men were healed (~atthew to:29-34) and Jesus foretold His 
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Bethany toward even1n0 , six days be1\)Ct tiie Passover: 

Then Jesus six days before the pas.,over came to 
Bethany, where Lazarus w::;.s which had been dead, whom 
he raised from the dead. There they made him a sup
~er and I,Iartha served. (,John 12: 1-2a) 

This VfoS the day of pre;."Jaration. 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 
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eaten which Mary and Martha had prep;;tred for them. The key 

to the whole chronology is found here. This matter of the 

supper (John 1:2-11) not being eaten until after the new day 

had started a0pears to be universally overlooked. Friday 

exponents are forced to include two silent days in their 

chronology. Most Wednesday exponents insist that either 

the trin from Jericho to Bethany or the triumphal entry must 

have occurred on the Sabbath. 5 Jewish custom invariably 

placed the sup)er arter t11e new day had started, in the eve-

. nin5. Thus when John says, "On the next day'' ( John 12: 12), 

he means that this was the day after the suryper, and not the 

day on which Christ ca::ne to Bethany. 

At.· tnis supper Jesus was anointed iJy Uary w1 th pre

cious sp11rnnard (John 12:3). It wc>s also at this time that 
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Judas went out t~ the chief priests to.sell Jesus (Uatthew 

25: 14-16). 

The following daytime still part of the Sabbath 

day, . was a time of rest. No doubt many peopl.e 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, Niaan .!.Q.. This day s1gnifiect the end of the 

sixty-nine weeks of Daniel: 

On the next day ~uch people that were come to the 
feast, when they heard that Jesus was coming to Jeru
salem, Took branches of palm trees, and went for.th to 
meet him, and cried, Hosanna: Blessed is the King of 
Israel that cometh.in the name 01 the Loru. (John 12: 
12-13) 

The details of the t.clumphal entry are familiar to 

two disciples being.sent into the nearby village for 

the'colt; Jesug riding into the city in fulrlllment of 

Zechariah 9:9 and Daniel 9:25a; the Hosannas 01 the mult1-

tudes; and the of1·icial presentat.lon of Jesus as t.tieir King 

( Mark t 1 : 1 - t 1 ) • 

Jesus presented Himself as King probably in the 

morning, but -it is worthy of note that He remained in the 

temple all day, looking round about Him (Mark 11:11), giving 

the people and rulers a full op!)ortunlty foL' ev~n a belated 

acceptance or Him. And t.nls ls also the reason tor His long

suJ.·rerlng during this age of grace. Ghrist is patiently 



• waitini::; and offering lost sinners one last chance to trust 

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

Jerusalem, and on the way Jesus cursed the barren fig tree 

(Mark 11 : 12-14). Arriving at Jerusalem., Jesus cleansed the 

teJ1ple (11:15-18). After ,a day of teaching and meeting the 

assaults of His enemies, 'Jesus returned once more to'Bethany 

(11:19) .. 

• Tuesday, Nisan 12. Jesus and His disciples 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 

woe upon the Pharisees (MattheVI 23:13-36). 

The extreme passion which Christ had for Jerusalem 

is seen in His lamentations over Jerusalem (23:37-38). After 

He and Hi;:; disciples had departed from the temple to the Mount 

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

Wednesday. N1san _!1,. It is not certain where they 
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lodged this night, or where they s~ent ,the day, but beyond 

doubt the hours of the day were s~ent in solitude. It was 

the day on which the Jews put away all leaven from their 

homes, 1n anticipation of the Passover. Jesus tells Peter 

and John to 6 0 and engage the upper room for the Passover. 

C,ratthew 26: 17-19; Mark 14: 12-16; Luke 22:7-12) 
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Thursday, Nisan .!!±. In 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 

enumeration. Suffice it that three things be mentioned: 

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 His three trials, followed by 

the Journey to Golgatha, where He was crucified around noon. 

At approximately the ninth hour Jesus gave up His spirit. 

From that ti:.ne on the propr1etic ti.1ree days and nights of 

Matthew 12:40 begin to be fulfilled. 

This day was also the day of preparation for the 

feast of the Passover. The Passover lamb was to be eaten 

that night. 

Friday, Nisan _!_5_. At ·S p.m. the Passover Sabbath 
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started. Joseph of Arlmathea went to see Pilate and then, 

toe;ether with the women, he burled Jesus. These faithful 

people worked most of the night, until dawn. All of th1a day, 

until 6 o'clock at night, the special Sabbath la being observed. 

Saturday, Niaan ..!.§.. After the Passover Sabbath was 

over the seventh-day Sabbath started, on which the people also 

rested. All shops were closed and no business was trana

acited. The women eagerly •waited 6 p.m. so that they might 

buy spices and prepare them for the puproee of finishing the 

I embalming of Christe body at early dawn. 

Sunda:y:, Hisan 17. The women prepare for the antler 

tipated visit to the tomb. While it is yet dark (John 20:1) 

the women leave for the sepulchre and arrive just atday

brea.k. They find th,J tomb empty. Jesus had probably risen 

even while they wer.e yet on their way. He is no longer· a 

dead Christ but a risen Lord. 

After Jesus had appeared to Mary Magdalene somet1~e 

in the morning, He revealed Hi :self to Peter (Luke 24:34). 

In the afternoon Jeaua appearoo.to two disciples as they are 

on their way to E:unaus (Mark 16: 12). Last of all, the same 

day at evening He appeared to the disciples in the closed 

room, Thomas alone bei11t; absent (John 20: 19-20; Luke 24:j6) • 
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III. COHCLUSION 

That Christ died on Thursciay la absolute certainty. 

There is no contradiction or forcing of texts when the 

incidents of t.ne various days ar& arranged in the aboye 

manner. The simplicity with which all recorded events har

monize when Thursday is recognized as the true crucifixion 

day should readily be apparent .fro;:n this Last. chapter and 

especially the appended chart. 

The time-honored, almost universal theory that 

Christ died on Friday must go. Credit should be given to 

Westcott for being the first theologian to detect a fly in 

the Friday ointment; namely that t.nere were two Sabbaths 111 

the passion week. 6 Once this has been acknowledgeJthe whole 

theory falls, for none of the other arguments are strong 

enou@l to supc-)ort the theory. 

The Wednesday theory, held by ~oat contemporary 

evangelicals, must also go. It is predicated upon the idea 

that ,Christ hnd to re:.nain ln t.ne tomb for· exactly seventy

two hours. But it has been demons ·Gr,. t.ed that there is no 

scrlntural supnort for this concept. Christ prophesied 

that He would be in the "heart of' the earth" for this time, 

~ot ln the Grave, where His dead body lay. And the futile 
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attempt ·by s0:10 to shift the crur~ifixion the1•efore to the 

early mor;1inG hours7 will not sti.l.nd up in light of the 

contrary evidence of Sorlpture. Neither will a false 

calculation of the historical calendar or a readjustment 

of the chronology of the passion week lead to the scalinD 

of the insurmountable problems which the Wednesday theory 

contains. 

o4 

In closing, it will not be denied that a Thursday 

crucifixion stlll nae its problems. For one thing, it is 

only natural for the Western mind to demand exactly seventy

two hours in the interpretation of "three days and three 

nights," 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 tliree aays and three nights 

by being there part of one day, two whole days, and three 

whole nignts. 

Another difficulty seems to lie in the fact that it 

is impossible to determine the exact hour of the resurrection. 

However, the exact t1~e (it probably was right at sunrise) is 

not of nearly such 0 rea~ sign111cance as is the day on which 

Christ became victor over death and the grave. And it 1s 

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

7Ke·nn· ard, o cit 229 _Q. --•, P• • 
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H·:: had rlied on T:i.ursday at j p.rn. anll was placed in the 

to:nb arounct 9 p. m. These are demonstrable facts~ 

D1ff1cult1ee 1n~cr1pturessnou1e1 by no means result 

in uncertainty on tlle part of the Christian, nor imply a 

neglect of tncir study. But it is a responsioi11ty of 

every believer to beware of being lik.e the unlearned and 

unstabie who wrest the Soriptures to their own destruction 

(II. Peter 3:16), merely to make them fit their precon

ceived ideas. 

Despite some minor difficulties, a Thuractay cru

c1f1x1on 1s beset by far less problems thun either a Friday 

or Wednesday crucifixion. And Just as tne trustwortn1ness 

of a witness ls established not only by the amount or trut.n 

his evidence contains, but also by the absence or contra

dictions and mistakes, so it must oe the peremptory con

cl~sion that Christ indeed laid down His life on Thursday 

and then rose again vic1.orlously on the third day--ac-:::ording 

the the SCRIPTURES. Soll Deo gloria! 
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