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The Resurrection

Has He Risen?
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The Faith Stands or Falls With 
the Resurrection

1 Corinthians 15
... how can some of you say that there is no 
resurrection of the dead? 13 If there is no 

resurrection of the dead, then not even Christ has 
been raised. 14 And if Christ has not been raised, 

our preaching is useless and so is your faith. .... 16 
For if the dead are not raised, then Christ has not 
been raised either. 17 And if Christ has not been 

raised, your faith is futile; you are still in your sins. 
18 Then those also who have fallen asleep in 

Christ are lost. 19 If only for this life we have hope 
in Christ, we are to be pitied more than all men



www.christian-apologetics.org/mcas/       |       manawatu@christian-apologetics.org

The Last Tomb of Jesus

A new documentary 
argues that this is his 
tomb –along with that 
of his family. They 
argue this has been 
proven with DNA 
evidence. There is a 
600:1 certainty that 
this is Jesus’ family 
tomb
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The Case for the Last Tomb

•Such tombs in Jerusalem only existed until AD70 
–so contemporaneous with Jesus

•The names on the ossuaries match closely 
(660:1) with the biblical names of Jesus' family

•DNA evidence shows that Jesus was not 
maternally related to the remains of the woman 
who is Mary [Magdalene]. This shows she was 
his wife

•This is further supported by evidence from the 
Gnostic gospels suppressed by the church
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Rebuttal 1 –The Tomb Details

•Why would the poor family of Jesus of Nazareth have a 
rich man's family tomb in Jerusalem?

•Why does the Jesus Tomb ossaries have no 
embellishment or other description (such as one would 
expect for a religious figure)?

•Why did the Jews not arrested this Jerusalem Jesus (or 
raid the tomb) to disprove Christian resurrection claims?

•Even his enemies never denied he was thoroughly dead. 
The lancing with the spear and John's eyewitness 
description (John 19:33-35) show he was thoroughly 
dead. No-one denied this happened.

•Most families did not have family tombs. It is just assumed 
that Jesus’ family did –which begs the question
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Rebuttal 2 –The Names

•Such names were common in Jesus' day –so a 
combination that have biblical names is not 
improbable given the many tombs discovered

•Making ‘Mariamne’ = ‘Mary’ Magdaelene is tenuous. 
She should be factored as a non-match

•The 600:1 ratio is only achieved by ignoring or 
redefining the non-matching names in the tomb (like 
‘Matia’) and other ossaries with no name. The only 
biblical family names are Mary, Joseph and Jesus

•There is no reliable historical record that attributes 
Jesus with any son –let alone ‘Judas’. Hence it 
follows that this is not the Tomb of the biblical Jesus
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Rebuttal 3 - DNA

•The test was only done on mitochondrial DNA that is 
passed on from the mother. This shows that 
Mariamne and 'Jeshua' did not have the same 
mother. 

•It does not follow that she is his wife (though could 
be). They could be paternally related (eg: father –
daughter/ granddaughter). The authors ignore other 
possibilities fatal to their theory
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Rebuttal 4 –Gnostic Gospels

•The evidence for their position is so weak they are 
forced to turn the 4th century Gnostic 'gospel of Philip' 
written centuries later in a different language and 
country to try and support their identification of the in 
the tomb as Mary Magdalen.

•The Gospel of Philip never actually identifies its 
'Mariamne' as Mary Magdalen. This assumption is 
based on other Gnostic Gospels that have her as 
Jesus' companion

•Is it likely that such a witness should be taken more 
seriously than the gospels and other Scriptural 
writings of Christ's acknowledged followers?
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Rebuttal 5 –Scripture

•The author's sometimes use the Bible to try and 
support their position (such as Matthew's account of 
the Jews saying his body was stolen –Chap 28:12-
15). However –if its testimony issue in this area –
why do they ignore it when it says he has risen and 
that this story was a fabrication?

•They have a question begging approach which picks 
only those passages which seems to support their 
prior assumptions

•Scripture presents powerful testimony to the reality of 
the resurrection
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He Has Risen Indeed!

1 Corinthians 15
20 But Christ has indeed been raised from the dead, the 

firstfruits of those who have fallen asleep.
...

3 For what I received I passed on to you as of first 
importance : that Christ died for our sins according to the 

Scriptures, 4 that he was buried, that he was raised on the 
third day according to the Scriptures, 5 and that he 

appeared to Peter, and then to the Twelve. 6 After that, he 
appeared to more than five hundred of the brothers at the 

same time, most of whom are still living, though some have 
fallen asleep. 7 Then he appeared to James, then to all the 
apostles, 8 and last of all he appeared to me also, as to one 

abnormally born



Further Information

• http://aomin.org/index.php?catid=21&blogid=1

• http://www.str.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=7109

• http://www.joezias.com/tomb.html

• http://ntgateway.com/weblog/2007/03/correct- interpretation-of-dr-andrey.html
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