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with this generation, and shall condemn it, for
she came from the uttermost parts of the earth to
hear the wisdom of Solomon, and behold, One
greater than Solomon is here.

Part One - Three Days and Three Nights

Those who promote the traditional view regarding
the time Jesus was in the tomb admit that it does not
agree with the words of Jesus. So, what is a believer to
do? Should one dismiss or edit the meaning of the
words of Jesus in order to embrace the traditional
view? Or should one cling to the words of Jesus and
call into question the traditional teaching? Is it
possible that there actually were three days and three
nights between the time Jesus was placed in the grave
and His resurrection just as He said there would be?

The first and most important key element in His
response is the length of time Jesus stated for His
listeners. The time element is “three days and three
nights” and this period of time is just as the “three
days and three nights” that Jonah was in the belly of
the fish. Jonah 1:17. The Greek word used to
compare these two time periods is WoTEP (hosper =
hoce'-per) which means just as or exactly like. Jesus
wants His listeners to make no mistake that the time
element He is directing them to look for is exactly the
same amount of time that the prophet Jonah spent in
the belly of the fish. The use of the word Womep
(hOsper) in this statement should be sufficient reason
to prevent anyone from truncating the time into
something shorter than the actual time of Jonah’s
experience. It is not possible for these two time
periods to be exactly alike if one episode is twice as
long as the other.

This is a problem for the traditional view because
the traditional teaching requires that the time element
of Jesus’ death is only half that of Jonah’s experience
in the fish and includes only parts of three days and
just two nights. This is where the argument is
introduced that the phrase “three days and three
nights” is an idiomatic expression that should be
understood to be simply “three days” as in Friday,
Saturday, and Sunday. Removing the night from the
sign of Jonah to make it “three days” reduces the time
Jesus was in the grave by one night or 12 hours, but
still leaves too much time for a Friday afternoon burial
and Sunday morning resurrection. Now the claim is
introduced that the Jews counted days by the method
of inclusive reckoning where any part of a day is
considered to count for the entire day. Thus, the little

sliver of time on Friday before sunset is counted for an
entire day and night, the Sabbath is a full 24 hour day,
and from sundown Sabbath to Sunday morning makes
the third day. Thus the three days and three nights that
Jesus specified is now reduced to little more than one
day and two nights. This is a significant departure
from the statement Jesus made and is not exactly like
the time Jonah spent in the belly of the big fish.

Clever as they might be to create the appearance of
good reasons for a Friday afternoon burial and Sunday
morning resurrection, both the elimination of the night
portion of the sign and counting by inclusive reckoning
are contrary to scripture and need to be examined in
more detail.

The LORD’s Covenant with the Day
and His Covenant with the Night

What authority does anyone have to eliminate the
reference to the “three nights” where Jesus included
that in His prophetic statement? Does God consider
the night time to be just an undistinguished portion of
a 24-hour day? Is it true that the Jews in Jesus’ day
understood that references to the “night” were
appropriately transposed to mean a portion of a
24-hour day? Does the night not have its own identity,
separate and distinct from the daylight portion of a day
cycle? Does the LORD not know the difference
between the day and the night?

Jesus had no difficulty distinguishing the night
from the daylight part of a day. Before going back to
Judea to resurrect Lazarus, the disciples objected to
returning to a place where the Jews had just been
trying to kill Him. But “Jesus replied, “Are there not
twelve hours in the day? If one walks during the day
he does not stumble, for he sees the world's light; but
if he walks during the night, he stumbles because in
him there is no light.”” John 11:9-10. Jesus had no
problem identifying that there were twelve hours of
daylight and twelve hours of night in every day cycle
and they are not one and the same.

In Old Testament days, Jeremiah was told to write
out some thoughts from God that might help us
understand how to view the references to the “three
nights” spoken of by Jesus in Matthew 12. The
principle is recorded as a messianic prophecy in
Jeremiah 33:14-22.

Behold, the days are coming, says the LORD,
when I shall fulfill that good thing which I have
promised to the house of Israel and the house of
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Judah. In those days and at that time, I will
cause a Branch of righteousness to spring forth
for David; and He shall execute judgment and
righteousness in the land. In those days Judah
will be saved, and Jerusalem shall dwell safely.
And this is the name by which He shall be
called, “THE LORD OUR RIGHTEOUSNESS.” For
thus says the LORD: David shall never lack a
man to sit upon the throne of the house of Israel;
neither shall the priests, the Levites, want a man
before Me to offer burnt offerings and to burn
oblations and to do sacrifices continually.

Then the word of the LORD came to
Jeremiah: Thus says the LORD: If you can break
My covenant with the day, and My covenant
with the night so that day and night will not
come at their appointed times, then may also
My covenant be broken with David My servant,
that he shall not have a son to reign on his
throne; and with the Levites the priests, My
ministers. As the host of heaven cannot be
numbered, neither the sand of the sea measured;
so will I multiply the descendants of David My
servant, and the Levites who minister to Me.
MLB/NBV [Bold added.]

This is clearly a messianic prophecy and Jesus was
the fulfillment of this prophecy as the people
recognized Him as the Son of David. Matthew 9:27;
12:23;15:22;20:30-31;21:9,15;22:42. Jesus is also
identified as our High Priest in Hebrews 3:1-3. The
LORD directed Jeremiah to convey the concept that He,
the LORD, controls the day and the night and He knows
the difference between the two. It appears from the
record in Jeremiah that anyone who disregards either
the LORD’s covenant with the day or His covenant with
the night is attempting to change the appointment
times of the LORD, to throw off the covenant of the
LORD, and is not in a position to claim Jesus as
Messiah or as one’s priest or minister. Because of the
disregard for the covenant which the LORD has with
the day and the night, such a person appears to be
outside the covenant relationship the LORD has
expressed for His people. This is exactly the position
of the Little Horn and those who follow his boastful
claims. See Daniel 7:11 & 25.

However, so far as the LORD is concerned, no
human can actually break the covenant He has with the
day or the covenant He has with the night so that these
conditions of day and night will ever fail to arrive at
their appointed times. The fact that we continue to

experience the day and the night at their appointed
times is evidence that the LORD is still in control of
this Earth and knows how to count time.

Unfortunately, some people incorrectly think they
can change God’s appointed times or the meaning of
the appointed times. Refusal to recognize the Father’s
covenant with the day and His covenant with the night
is equivalent to attempting to remove Jesus from the
throne of David and/or an attempt to remove Jesus out
of His priestly role of the Levite who ministers on our
behalf. At the very least, we must recognize that the
LORD does indeed distinguish day from night showing
that each is distinctly controlled by a separate
covenant.  When God makes these kinds of
distinctions, when He makes statements about time
periods with the same or similar language, He clearly
intends for us to understand that we must recognize
these same distinctions. It seems clear in light of these
dual covenants that the LORD is telling us that we are
not at liberty to disregard the night portion of Jesus’
statement regarding the sign of Jonah the prophet.

In a practical sense, it is not possible to ignore the
distinctions of the day and night. Isaiah 62:6-7 states:

Upon your walls, O Jerusalem, I have set
watchmen who shall not be silent any day or
night; and you who put the LORD in
remembrance shall take no rest and give Him no
rest until He establishes and sets up Jerusalem
for a praise in the earth.

The purpose of having watchmen along the wall is
to give the warning when an enemy approaches.
Would this verse have the same meaning if reference to
the night was removed so that watchmen were
stationed on the wall only during the sunlight portion
of the day? Would the city have the same degree of
protection if the watchmen were stationed on the wall
only during the sunlight portion of the day and not also
during the night? Of course not. Yet, the traditional
teaching regarding the night mentioned in Matthew
12:40 is that the night is just a part of the day and any
part of the day includes the night.

In Acts 9:23-25, Saul had an experience that
involved the day and the night. The KJV reads:

And after that many days were fulfilled, the Jews
took counsel to kill him: But their laying await
was known to Saul. And they watched the gates
day and night to kill him. And the disciples took
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him by night, and let him down by the wall in a
basket.

Is the day and night identified in these verses just
an idiomatic expression for a calendar day or perhaps
many calendar days? If so, is it appropriate to
dispense with the night portion of the verses and
explain this passage to say that “a day came when Saul
was let down by the wall in a basket”? This does not
have the same meaning as the text which says the event
took place at night. This rendering loses the
significance that the gates were closed at night to
prevent invaders from coming in, that the city officials
were watching 24-7 to see if Saul would try to sneak
out, and that he was let down outside the wall in a
basket. This escape had to be done at night as anyone
could see the basket in the daylight being lowered
outside the city wall. Reference to this being done at
night is critical to our understanding of this event.
Changing the explanation of the meaning of the words
of scripture constitutes a corruption of scripture just as
much as changing the actual words in the text. The
night time must have been significant or else it
wouldn’t have been written that way. A similar
argument could be made regarding Samuel’s grieving
over king Saul where Samuel cried all night to the
LoRrRD. See 1 Samuel 15:11.

Obviously, this event in Saul's life was not so
significant that an annual celebration was created for
it such as we have for the death and resurrection of
Jesus. How much more important to correctly describe
the days and nights and other events involving the sign
of Jonah which Jesus said we should look for as the
proof that He was heaven sent!

The importance of the sign of the prophet Jonah as
a determining factor regarding the authority Jesus had
from the Father cannot be overstated. Jesus equated
His authority to heal the deaf and dumb demoniac with
the authority God gave Jonah to carry His message to
the people of Nineveh. He pointed the scribes and
Pharisees to the three days and three nights of Jonah’s
experience in the belly of the great fish as an exact
model of the future three days and three nights He
would spend in the grave. The fulfillment of this
prophecy exactly as Jesus said it would be done is
evidence that Jesus is Divine.

Counting by Inclusive Reckoning
The traditional view of the events of Passion Week

is dependent on counting the days Jesus was in the
tomb by the method of inclusive reckoning. This
method of counting considers that any part of a day
can be counted for an entire day. Thus, the Friday
Jesus was supposedly placed in the tomb is counted as
a full day since Jesus was placed in the tomb a few
minutes before sunset, and Sunday is also counted as
a full day since He was supposedly resurrected shortly
before sunrise on Sunday morning. The traditional
view argues that these two partial days, with a full
Sabbath day sandwiched in between, represents the full
“three days and three nights” Jesus said He would be
in the heart of the Earth even though this time period
amounts to only about 36 hours.

Applying the principle of counting days by
inclusive reckoning to the days Jesus was in the tomb
is tempting because the principle has been applied to
counting the first and last years a king was in power in
the Old Testament." Any part of the year that a king
reigned was generously considered as a full year when
counting the years a king was on the throne. If a king
began to reign during the last month of the biblical
year, the entire year was considered as his first year of
reign even though it covered only a short part of the
year. The beginning of the next month which began
the new year would begin the second year of his reign.
This method of counting was also applied to the
ending year of a king’s reign. If a king began to reign
in Adar and died just over a year later in the month of
Nisan, the first month of the biblical year, the king
would have reigned during 14 months, but would have
reigned during three different calendar years and would
have been given credit for a three-year reign.
Moreover, when the son of a king was elevated to the
status of king as a co-regent with his father, both kings
would be credited with full rulership during those
years. Thus, the years of a king’s rulership are often
confusing and identified as a longer time period than
what we would count today because the principle of
counting by inclusive reckoning was applied to both
the beginning and ending years of a king’s reign. This
method of counting the years of a king’s
administration always caused an apparent overlap of
time with the preceding and subsequent kings so that
it was inherently and literally inaccurate by a straight,
simple counting. But it is a useful technique as it
reduces the apparent inaccuracies of scripture by
providing us with a method of reconciling the year of
ascension of any given king with the reign of another
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in a different jurisdiction.

But the method of counting by inclusive reckoning
has a very limited application and it is inappropriate to
apply this method of counting to the time Jesus was in
the tomb. The apparent overlap with the rulership of
another person does not exist in the case of Jesus’ time
in the grave. The purpose of applying the principle of
counting by inclusive reckoning is to resolve the
apparent disparity between the length of reign of one
king with the reign of another king because scripture
often ties the start of the reign of one king to a certain
year of the reign of another king. The life, death, and
resurrection of Jesus does not overlap with any other
person so that an adjustment needs to be made to
account for his time in the tomb. The time Jesus was
in the tomb is not tied to any event other than the
“three days and three nights” He stipulated in Matthew
12:40. If a comparison with any other time period is
warranted, it must be the “three days and three nights”
that Jonah was in the great fish.

Christian scholars have been far too eager to apply
the concept of inclusive reckoning to the time Jesus
was in the tomb and have misapplied the technique in
to this case. Counting by this method has a very
limited role when counting days.? The Lord has given
explicit instructions through Moses on how days are to
be counted. Following are two examples of how the
method of counting days has been used, first the
proper application and then an incorrect application.

Example 1: The proper application: Scripture
commands that all male babies are to be circumcised
on the eighth day after birth. Genesis 17:10-13. The
day of the birth is counted as the first day in the
sequence and must be followed by six more days to
complete the seven days. After these seven days are
completed the circumcision can take place on the
eighth day. According to scripture the day begins and
ends at sunset, so the circumcision can take place
anytime on the eighth day. The eighth day is one full
week after the day of birth. If a woman gives birth on
a Tuesday before sunset, the circumcision would be on
the following Tuesday before sunset.

It doesn’t matter whether a woman gives birth an
hour after sunset or 22 hours later at just an hour
before sunset, the day of the birth is counted as the
first day and six more days must be completed before
the circumcision can be done. In this sense any part of
the birthday counts for the entire day and it could be
said that this is counting by the method of inclusive

reckoning. On the eighth day of life the circumcision
is to take place.

Example 2: The incorrect application: Consider a
farmer who needs a wheel replaced on a wagon. The
farmer takes the wagon with the broken wheel to a
wagon maker at4 P.M. After looking over the situation
the wagon maker tells the farmer that it will take a day
to repair or replace the wheel. When should the farmer
return to get his repaired wagon? By the words of the
wagon maker, it would be the next day that the farmer
would expect the wagon to be repaired. But if one
counts the days by the method of inclusive reckoning
where any part of a day counts for a full day, the
farmer should be able to return in a few minutes, say at
4:30 p.M. the same day to get the repaired wagon.
After all, if any part of a day counts for a full day and
the wagon maker said he needed only a day to repair
the wheel, then returning the same day satisfies the
principle of counting the days by inclusive reckoning.
Obviously, this is an improper application of the
principle of counting by the method of inclusive
reckoning. In this instance, the principle of counting
by the method of inclusive reckoning has no proper
application.

Christian scholars and teachers typically truncate
Jesus’ words and their meaning by a series of
misapplications of logic: first, His statement is
classified as an idiomatic expression which diminishes
its literal importance as a reliable sign; second,
references to the night time portion of His statement
are eliminated to make it seem as though only half of
the sign needs to be accounted for thereby diminishing
the entire statement; third, the principle of counting
days by the method of inclusive reckoning is
incorrectly applied to the time Jesus was in the tomb;
fourth, Jesus is said to have been resurrected on
Sunday morning rather than at the close of Sabbath as
all the Gospels testify. Then the Friday crucifixion —
Sunday morning resurrection is declared to fulfill the
sign Jesus cited in Matthew 12 as the primary evidence
that He is sent from the Father while at the same time
acknowledging that this isn’t actually ‘three days and
three nights’ and doesn’t need to be. The traditional
view misapplies the principle of counting days by the
method of inclusive reckoning to the time Jesus was in
the grave so that Jesus is said to be in the tomb for
only half the time He foretold He would be there,
which nullifies the sign Jesus promised we could rely
on that He was sent from the Father. This
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interpretation is taught as if it is in perfect harmony
with the story of scripture when it factually conflicts
with scripture on many points. There is no
justification for such a misapplication of logic other
than to create the appearance of making the pieces of
the puzzle of Passion Week fit as the celebration of the
resurrection of our LORD is transferred to a pagan
holiday — Easter. In actuality, the pieces cannot be
made to fit by incorrectly applying the principle of
counting the days by the method of inclusive
reckoning.

The notion that the Jews of the Second Temple
Period typically counted consecutive days by the
method of inclusive reckoning is contradicted by the
ritual washing in the mikvah, a type of baptism, which
a Hebrew woman was required to do after her monthly
cycle. The ordinary method of counting can be seen in
the language related to the time for cleansing.
Historically, the orthodox Jewish people very carefully
follow the biblical principles with respect to ritual
cleansing and the time required for certain acts to be
completed. For example, in order for a woman to
experience the Tevilah, the ritual cleansing after her
monthly cycle, the law requires “seven spotless days
and nights” before she can immerse in the mikvah and
be ritually clean.” The Jews did not consider that any
part of a day counts for a whole day in this situation.
Counting the seven spotless days begins with the first
full day on which there is no discharge. They knew
that the days and nights are unique to each other and
that seven days and seven nights must be completed
before the Tevilah could be done, and that no short
cuts were allowed. Leviticus 15:19-30 and Jewish
writing certainly set a standard for the observance of
these seven days stating that on the eighth day she is
clean. If the method of counting by inclusive
reckoning was commonly used, then she should be
clean after the beginning of the seventh day, but
scripture states she is unclean for seven days until
evening. The significance of this evening time is that
the day changes at sunset and the evening after seven
days begins the eighth day. It is not until the eighth
day that scripture says she is clean.

Likewise, Leviticus 22:27 says that a newborn
bullock, sheep, or goat is to remain with its mother for
seven days and on the eighth day it can be used in a
sacrifice. If counting by inclusive reckoning was
commonly used, then the offspring should be
acceptable for a burnt offering after the beginning of

the seventh day, but scripture states it is acceptable
only from the eighth day on. The biblical and Jewish
method of counting days does not support the concept
of inclusive reckoning where any part of a day was
considered equal to the complete calendar day. It is
clear that when “seven days and seven nights” are
specified, the time element must encompass all of the
days and all the nights stated. There is no reason to
believe that this biblical principle does not apply to
Jesus’ declaration regarding the sequence of days that
make up the sign of Jonah.

Jesus removed the possibility of counting His days
in the heart of the Earth by the method of inclusive
reckoning when He stipulated that the time would
include “three days and three nights” just as Jonah was
in the belly of the creature for three days and three
nights. The correct method of counting the days in
question is to count them literally just as they were
counted for Jonah. Whatever method is used to
determine the beginning and ending times that Jesus
was in the tomb must account for both the “three days”
and the “three nights” of His statement. Any method
of counting the days that fails to account for this entire
time period is nothing less than an attempt to discredit
Jesus. The “three days and three nights” is the specific
event that Jesus pointed the scribes and Pharisees to in
Matthew 12 that would verify that He was sent to them
by the Father. Any method of counting that truncates
Jesus’ explicit words is nothing short of a veiled
attempt to make Jesus seem to be prophetically
incompetent and a liar. Who, more than anyone else in
the Universe, wants Jesus to be seen as a liar? Who
wants Jesus to be seen as prophetically incompetent?
The Adversary — the one whose intent is to distort the
record and subvert the message of the Anointed One.
The traditional view does exactly that. Those who
believe on Him and in the One who sent Him will be
putting their efforts into exonerating the words of
Jesus, not attacking and discounting them. Counting
the days Jesus was in the tomb by the method of
inclusive reckoning is an attack on Jesus.

The chief priests and Pharisees did not count by
the method of inclusive reckoning when they came to
Pilate the day after He was crucified and asked for
soldiers to be stationed around His tomb. They
remembered that Jesus had said, “After three days I
will rise.” If counting by inclusive reckoning was the
default method of counting, then one of the three days
is completely finished, the second day is being
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