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The Case for Christ II  
 
Miracles defy natural explanation (caution: don’t try to over-explain miracles by 
appealing to possible natural causes—a lose-lose situation!) 
 
I. The Central Role of Miracles 

 
A. General role of miracles 

1. A tool for authentication of divine authority (common to most religions) 
2. An ongoing benefit to members of that religion (again, common) 

 
B. In Christianity alone 

1. Miracles provide not merely authentication, but actual foundation of the 
faith (esp. Christ’s resurrection) 

2. Discussion of miracles for Christianity not a side issue, but goes to the 
heart of the veracity of the Christian faith 
 

C. In the Bible specifically: sometimes served to demonstrate superiority of God 
over others (action apologetics) 
 

II. Miracles and Skepticism 
 

A. General attitude of skepticism is commendable 
 

B. Universal attitude of skepticism is dangerous (self-defeating or question-
begging; on what basis do we know miracles do not happen?) 

 
C. Three types of anti-miracle skeptics 

1. Naturalist – miracles not possible by definition 
2. Deist – God could conceivable perform miracles (He did in creation) but 

does not today 
3. Supernaturalist (esp. pantheists) – God not the kind of God capable in 

principle of producing miracles; or, every event is “miraculous,” so no way 
to distinguish between miracle and norm 
 

D. Improper response: making miraculous appear non-miraculous enables 
skeptic to continue to hold philosophical errors. Does not challenge thinking 
deeply enough (bad apologetics generally) 

 
III. Starting Points  

 
A. Inappropriate 

1. Relationship of Science and Miracle 
2. Probability 
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B. Appropriate: Presuppositions 
1. Atheistic presuppositions are fair for atheists to hold and to judge claims 

by 
2. Atheistic presuppositions are not fairly imposed on theists 
3. Miracles require an open and honest question of atheist presuppositions 
4. Examples (166, 167) 

a. Prove to me fish exist, but don’t invoke reality of water or things living 
in it 

b. Prove to me miracles can happen, but don’t invoke the supernatural or 
the possibility of the supernatural intervening in the laws of nature 
 

IV. Arguments for and against Miracles 
 

A. Against 
1. Hume: Always accept the greater probability; miracles, by definition, 

always have lesser probability; miracles, therefore, should never be 
accepted 

a. Either fails, for miracles do not always have lesser probability, or 
b. Begs the question, since it assumes laws of nature are inviolable (or, 

historically, have not been violated) 
2. Flew: All historical accounts of miracles are to be rejected, since historical 

accounts cannot violate laws of nature and accounts of miracles violate 
laws of nature: clearly question begging 
 

B. For: Lewis, argument from free will 
1. If naturalism were true, everything event would be determined by external 

causes (assumption: no agency—all effects are causal) 
2. Thoughts and choices are events 
3. Therefore, if naturalism is true, then all thoughts and choices are 

externally determined (that is, not determined by ourselves) 
4. My choices and thoughts are not externally determined (that is, they are 

determined byme) 
5. Therefore, naturalism is not true, for every thought/choice supernaturally 

imposes a happening on nature, which violates basic assumption. 
 
V. Recognizing Miracles 

 
A. First-Order Miracles – violation of laws of nature (e.g., turning water into wine) 

 
B. Second-Order Miracles – happenings so unlikely as to demand intentionality 

(e.g., prophecy. Note: must be framed within, directed towards, supernatural) 
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The Resurrection 
 

I. Basis of Christianity 
A. 1 Cor 15:14 
B. Historical vs. Authoritative religion 

 
II. Presumption of (Possibility of) Miracles 

A. Present as either evidence for miracles and/or proof of God 
B. Anti-miracle skeptic arguments beg question (how do you know miracles 

are not possible?) 
 

III. Facts to be explained 
 

A. Crucifixion 
1. Broad attestation 

a. Biblical: All four gospels, Acts, Paul 
b. Extra-biblica 

i. Josephus: “Pilate, at the suggestion of the principal men amongst 
us, had condemned [Jesus] to the cross.” (Antiquities 18.3.3) 

ii. Tacitus: “Consequently, to get rid of the report, Nero fastened the 
guilt and inflicted the most exquisite tortures on a class hated for 
their abominations, called Christians by the populace. Christus, 
from whom the name had its origin, suffered the extreme penalty 
during the reign of Tiberius at the hands of one of our procurators, 
Pontius Pilatus, and a most mischievous superstition, thus checked 
for the moment, again broke out not only in Judaea, the first source 
of the evil, but even in Rome, where all things hideous and 
shameful from every part of the world find their centre and become 
popular” (Annals 15.44) 

2. Swoon-Theory 
a. Flogging alone sufficient to kill—flogging plus crucifixion impossible to 

survive 
b. Survival of crucifixion only possible only intense doctor’s care (cf. 

Josephus, Life of Josephus, 76) 
c. Even if Jesus had survived, no way He could have convinced His 

disciples He had been resurrected with glorified body 
d. Where would He have gone after His supposed ascension? If the 

disciples believed He ascended, how would He have so convinced 
them? 

 
B. Empty Tomb 

1. Preaching of resurrection presumes burial, which presumes burial. Highly 
likely, as 

a. Josephus confirms practice: “the Jews used to take so much care of 
the burial of men, that they took down those that were condemned and 
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crucified, and buried them before the going down of the sun” (War of 
the Jews, 4.5.2) 

b. Highly unlikely that early Christians would have invented a story that 
centered on a member of the Sanhedrin (Joseph of Arimathea)  

c. Invented story would likely have been attributed to close follower, such 
as Peter or Mary Magdalene  

2. 1 Cor. 15:3-8 
a. Early composition: early 50s 
b. Early church plant: 40s 
c. Early creed: 30s (“what I received”) 

3. Mark 16:8 
a. Unlikely inclusion of female witnesses 
b. Likely drawn from earlier written source (given detail of account) 

4. Matt. 27:62-66 – presumes debate between Jews and Christians that 
implicitly introduces very early Jewish admission of empty tomb (“The 
tomb was empty”; “Only because you stole the body”; “You just paid the 
guards to say that”) 

 
C. Resurrection Appearances 

1. First-person attestation: Matt. 28:8-10; Luke 24:50-52; John 20:10-18, 
2. Primary research: Mark 16:9:ff; Luke 24:50-52; Acts 9:1-19; Gal 1:18; etc. 
3. Early tradition: 1 Cor 15:3-8, James 
4. Possible explanations: 

a. Intentional deception – but disciples apparently genuinely believed 
their stories; what motive? 

b. Hallucination – mass hallucinations? Where was body? 
 

D. Origin of Christian Beliefs 
1. Jesus as resurrected vs. resuscitated (cf. Dan. 12:1-2) 
2. The Resurrection in the eschaton vs. in-breaking into current history 
3. Justification by faith, unique to Christianity, presumes death/resurrection 

of Christ 
4. Insufficient basis in Greek or Jewish thought 


