Sermon 5   “The nature of the resurrection body”                                                                Preached by Charlie Lloyd-Evans   Sunday 9th May 2010 

Bible Readings: 1 Corinthians 15:35-50     John 20 v1-8

We are continuing today through our Sermon Series on 1 Corinthians 15, looking at various aspects of the resurrection. So far we have looked at the fact, necessity, assurance and logic of the resurrection. The passage we have heard today from I Corinthians deals the nature of the resurrection, or more specifically the nature of the resurrection body. 
Paul opens this passage with the question ‘How are the dead raised? With what kind of body will they come?’ Greeks of that time though only of soul- survival and denied any resurrection of the physical body. So some Corinthian believers assumed that Christianity taught that corpses were resuscitated, and resurrection life was simply a prolonging of current material existence. Paul explains that this is not how it is, that the physical body does die, but that death gives rise to a new body, a body entirely suited to the environment it is raised for. 
He explains this using the analogy of a seed. When a seed is planted in the ground, what grows from it is not just a large seed! The seed dies so that a new plant can grow. And this new plant is entirely suited to the environment it grows in. The same is true of the resurrection body of Jesus and of us. What dies is the earthly body, inherited from Adam, flesh and blood, perishable. What is resurrected is the spiritual body, entirely suited to the environment it enters. It is an eternal, imperishable body, suited to eternal life.

Paul goes on to explain how each type of being has a form suited to its environment, animals, fish, and then celestial bodies, the sun and moon. So in the same way the resurrection body will be a spiritual, imperishable, eternal body. Our earthly bodies we inherit from the first Adam, our spiritual bodies we inherit from the second Adam, Christ.
We can consider a little more this issue of what happens to the physical body by looking at our gospel reading today. We are told of the moment when John believed this truth about the resurrection. We are told that John and Peter went into the tomb of the resurrected Christ and that John saw the grave cloths and he believed. The narrative suggests that there was something so striking about the grave clothes that that sight was all it took for John to believe in the resurrection. So what was it about them that was so striking? And in relation to what we are thinking about today, what does it tell us about the resurrection body?
(2)

Every culture and society has its distinct modes of burial. Egyptians were embalmed, in Italy and Greece they were often cremated, and in Palestine they were wrapped in linen bands that enclosed dry spices and were placed face up without a coffin in a tombs cut from the rock. But another feature of the Eastern burial was observed by Henry Latham when he was in Constantinople in the late 19th century. He observed that although many aspects of the funerals varied depending upon whether the deceased was a rich or poor person, in one aspect the arrangements were identical, and that was the way the bodies were wrapped. They were all wrapped in linen bands in such a way as to leave the face neck and upper part of the shoulders bare. Then the upper part of the head was wrapped in cloth a bit like a turban. Latham concluded that as burial styles change very slowly, particularly in the East, it is likely that this mode of wrapping the body may well have been practiced in Jesus’ time. Indeed we have another biblical example to support this in the account given by Luke of the widow’s son that Jesus raised from the dead when he met their funeral procession. Two things are of note in this account; first that when Jesus raised the man he sat up, so he was lying on his back on a bier without a coffin, second he at once began to speak, so the grave clothes did not cover his face. 
So it is reasonable to presume that Jesus’ body was prepared in this way. When his body was removed from the cross it was washed and wrapped in linen bands and 100 lbs of dry spices were inserted into the folds. And it was placed in the tomb encased like this with his head neck and shoulders left bare and a linen cloth like a turban wrapped around his head. 

So, if we had been there at the moment of Jesus’ resurrection, what would we have seen? Would we have seen him stir, open his eyes, begin to struggle in the bandages? No, because that would have been a resuscitation, not a resurrection. That would imply that Jesus had been raised in a natural body, not a spiritual one. No, what we would have seen if we had been in that tomb would have been that Jesus’ body would have seemed to just disappear. John Stott says that the body was ‘vaporized, being transmuted into something new and different and wonderful’.
And what would have happened then? Well the linen cloths would have collapsed under the weight of the spices once the body was removed and would then be lying undisturbed where the body of Jesus had lain. Then the cloth that had been wrapped turban like around his head, without the weight of spices may well have retained its concave shape and lain separate from the other cloths, separated by the space where the neck and shoulders of the Lord had been. 
(3)

When in John’s gospel it talks of the cloth from his head being rolled up in a place by itself, sometimes it is translated as being folded up in a place by itself, but the actual Greek word used is entylisso, which comes from the root word tulisso, “to twist”. The cloth was still twisted up as it had been turban like around Jesus’ head. Also when John describes the rest of the linen wrappings as ‘lying’ there the Greek word he uses is keimena. It is a word which has been found in other Greek papyri writings when referring to things that have been carefully placed in order, one example refers to set of legal papers that are lying collated. It is word that implies ordered, undisturbed. The implication is that the linen cloths were undisturbed. They were lying exactly as Nicodemus and Joseph of Arimathea had left them on the eve of the Sabbath, just the body was gone. 
And certainly for John one glance at these grave cloths was enough for him to believe that Jesus had risen. As John Stott says ‘A glance at these grave cloths proved the reality, and indicated the nature, of the resurrection’. Because Jesus’ old body had gone. But we know that he had a new physical body. We are told very clearly in the accounts of his appearances after the resurrection that he could be touched, he ate and drank, Thomas could put his finger in the holes in his hands and the wound in his side. He had a new resurrection body. This body was capable of more than our physical bodies are now, but it was still a real body.
I have found in the past few weeks when mentioning to people the subject of the talk I am giving today, one aspect of the nature of Jesus’ resurrection body was always mentioned, and that was ‘Why did he retain the wounds in his hands and side?’ One explanation is that he chose to retain the wounds as a witness, but if you would like to bear with me I would like to provide a further  theory.
How many of you are known by more than one name? I am. If anyone calls me Charlotte my hackles go up straight away and I think ‘What have I done?’ Because I associate being called Charlotte with teachers at school or my parents when they are cross with me. Or if someone calls me ‘mum’ it is a completely different reaction. Almost like I am a different person. I was reading an article in Christianity Magazine recently. It was an interview with Daneille Strickland and she was talking about the outreach work she does in brothels. She mentioned an occasion of praying with female dominatrix in a brothel, with bondage videos playing in the background, and how in amongst all that these women were desperate for someone to care about them, for someone to know their real name.
(4)

And it occurred to me that when we talk about our real name we are talking about the real person we are on the inside. And when we read in psalms about God having our names written on the palms of his hands, it is our real name, the name that truly defines what we are on the inside. And God is probably the only one who really knows that name, who really sees us for what we are. It is one of the reasons that we should be so careful about judging other people, because we do not see who they really are, we do not see the pure truth about how they make the decisions they make in their lives. 
C S Lewis talks about the act of making a moral choice and how two things are involved; one is the act of choosing, but the other is the feelings, emotions and impulses that our whole psychological make up presents us with. This may be influenced by our background, experiences we have had in the past, may be quite rational or maybe quite unnatural .  We tend to judge people by their external actions, but God judges people by their moral choices. It may well be that when a neurotic who has a pathological fear of cats forces himself to pick up a cat for some good reason, in God’s eyes he may well be showing more courage than a healthy man may have shown in winning the Victoria Cross. Because God sees the true real free will choice of the man. 
And it is that level of choice that defines our character, defines who we really are and defines our real name. Because C S Lewis goes on to claim that each time we make a choice in life we are turning that central part of ourselves into something a little different that it was before. As we go through life, striving to become more Christ like it is this central core of ourselves, our soul, that we are changing. Every decision we make leaves that mark upon our soul. C S Lewis then makes this claim. He says ‘Most of man’s psychological make-up is probably due to his body: when his body dies all that will fall off him, and the real central man, the thing that chose, that made the best or worst out of this material, will stand naked. All sorts of nice things which we thought our own, but which were really due to good digestion, will fall off some of us: all sorts of nasty things which were due to complexes or bad health will fall off others. We shall then, for the first time, see everyone as he really was.’ 
(5)

I think this is very important to this issue of our resurrection bodies, and the resurrection body of Christ. Because that free will choice to take those wounds on the cross is so fundamental to the truth of who He is, that it would have to leave an indelible mark on His soul. The fundamental character of God is defined in that choice:

· His absolute perfect justice, so that he could not simply ignore the sins of the world, but that the price for those sins had to be paid.
· His absolute perfect love for his creation that he took those sins upon himself and paid the price for us

· And His perfect grace, that he did all this for us without us ever doing anything to deserve it.

His resurrection body, where the truth of who he is is laid bare would have to hold the mark of that, and I suggest to you that that is why he retained the wounds in his resurrection body, because they so fundamentally define who he is.
So when we ask the question, what will MY resurrection body be like? Do you know what ……..you get to decide! Because your resurrection body is defined by the person you decide to be, by the choices you make, by your real name. 
And the most important choice you can make in defining that name is ‘do you or do you not accept Jesus the Christ as your Lord and Saviour. 
Do you choose to retain all those marks that have been left on your soul by the mistakes and bad decisions you have made in your life? Or do you decide to accept the gift of Christ on the Cross and have them washed away by His blood. 
Because He retained those marks in His body, so that we don’t have to!

