
Second Sunday of Easter – Year C 

Today we meet another character of the Resurrection narratives - Thomas. Known 

popularly as ‘doubting Thomas’, he – like many of us – hesitated to believe the 

unbelievable; whereas we might struggle to ascent to something which we might not 

be able to see, smell, touch, and hear. When faced with the resurrection body of Jesus, 

Thomas had to physically handle that body, examining the wounds in his hands, feet 

and side. We are not so fortunate. In a poll containing a sample of 2500 adults, and 

sponsored by the BBC, it was reported last year that 25% of those who call themselves 

Christians do not believe in the resurrection; and, more worryingly, only 55% of those 

who attend church in the UK believe in the physical / literal resurrection of Jesus – 

just over half. Given that a belief in the physical Resurrection of Jesus is THE central 

doctrine of our salvation - contained in all forms of the Christian Creed - then let us 

look at the most common objection that people offer against the resurrection being a 

historical and real event: that it was all a lie, deliberately made up to promote the idea 

that Jesus was divine. 

 

First, and perhaps most obviously, why couldn't the disciples have made up the 

whole story? The answer to this argument is the historical fact that no one, weak or 

strong, saint or sinner, Christian or heretic, ever confessed, freely or under pressure, 

bribe or even torture, that the whole story of the resurrection was a fake or a lie - a 

deliberate deception. Even when people broke under torture, denied Christ and 

worshiped Caesar, they never revealed that the resurrection was their conspiracy. 

None of the early Christians believed the resurrection to be a conspiracy: if they had, 

they wouldn't have become Christians. 

 

Secondly, If they made up the whole story, then they were the most creative, clever, 

intelligent fantasists in history, far surpassing Shakespeare, or Dante, or Tolkien. 

Fisherman's ‘fish stories’ are never that elaborate, that convincing, that life-changing, 



and that enduring. In any case, the four Gospel accounts don’t all match up in every 

aspect. Would a made up story deliberately seek to deceive or confuse? 

 

Thirdly, the disciples' character argues strongly against such a conspiracy on the part 

of all of them collectively, with no dissenters. They were simple, honest, common 

working men; not cunning, conniving liars. They weren't even lawyers! Their 

sincerity is proved by their words and deeds. They preached a resurrected Christ and 

they lived a resurrected Christ. They willingly died for their so-called ‘conspiracy’. 

Nothing proves sincerity like martyrdom. The change in their lives from fear to faith, 

despair to confidence, confusion to certitude, runaway cowardice to steadfast 

boldness under threat and persecution, not only proves their sincerity, but testifies to 

some powerful cause of it. Can a lie cause such a transformation? Use your 

imagination and sense of perspective here. Imagine twelve poor, fearful, and at times 

stupid (read the Gospels!) peasants changing the hard-nosed Roman world with a lie. 

And not an easily digested, attractive lie either. 

 

Fourthly, there could be no possible motive for such a lie. Lies are always told for 

some selfish advantage. What advantage did the ‘conspirators’ derive from their ‘lie’? 

They were hated, scorned, persecuted, excommunicated, imprisoned, tortured, 

exiled, crucified, boiled alive, roasted, beheaded, disemboweled and fed to lions - 

hardly a catalogue of perks for an Apostolic job! 

 

Fifthly, if the resurrection was a lie, then the Jewish religious authorities would have 

produced the corpse and nipped this feared superstition in the bud. All they had to 

do was go to the tomb and get it. The Roman soldiers and their leaders were on their 

side, and not that of the Christians. If the Jews couldn't get the body because the 

disciples had stolen it, how did they do that? Unarmed peasants could not have 

overpowered seasoned and well-trained Roman soldiers, or rolled away a great stone 

while they slept on duty. 



 

Sixthly, the disciples could not have been successful by proclaiming the resurrection 

in Jerusalem - full of eyewitnesses – who had all witnessed the events at the same time 

and place, if it had been a lie. And finally, if there had been a conspiracy, it would 

certainly have been unearthed by the disciples' adversaries, who had both the interest 

and the power to expose any fraud. Common experience from the lives the royal 

family, celebrities, sports personalities, etc, shows that such intrigues are inevitably 

exposed. 

 

In conclusion, if the resurrection was a concocted, conspired lie, then it violates all 

known historical and psychological laws of lying. So, a belief in the resurrection is not 

one of blind faith, but based on sound documentary evidence, witnessed by hundreds 

of people, and compiled and spread abroad soon after the events of which they speak. 

For the Christian, there is room for doubt; but there is no room for denial: for Christ 

is truly risen, Alleluia! 

 


