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Why are We Here?

“But sanctify the Lord God in your hearts, and always be ready to give a defense to 

everyone who asks you a reason for the hope that is in you, with meekness and fear; 

having a good conscience, that when they defame you as evildoers, those who revile your 

good conduct in Christ may be ashamed” (1 Pet 3:15–16).

1 Peter was written to Christians in the 1st Century Church that were suffering from various 

episodes of persecution. Let’s unpack this verse a bit and consider:
◦ In what ways are we suffering as Christians today in America?

◦ How does the Apostle “wrap” the apologetics statement? What are the important contextual factors that 
we should wrap our apologetics statements/encounters in?



Apologetics

The task of apologetics, of defending the truth of Christianity, has at least three main aims. I think 
most Christians are familiar with two of these. First, apologetics is to provide an answer to the 
critics of the Christian faith, to those who seek to undermine the rational basis for Christianity or 
who critique it from the standpoint of another philosophy or religion (for instance Paul on Mars Hill 
in Acts 17)…

The second major aim of apologetics is to tear down the intellectual idols of our culture. Here, 
apologetics operates on the offensive, pointing out the inconsistencies and errors of other faiths 
and worldviews. The third, and what I believe is the most valuable, aim of apologetics is to 
encourage the saints, to shore up the church—just as the first concern that Moses had was to be 
able to demonstrate that God had called him to go to the Israelites and lead them out of Egypt. 
Moses was an apologist to his own people.

RC Sproul



Schedule

Date Coverage Teacher

10/2 Intro and Chap 1 Ruff

10/9 Chap 2 Ruff

10/16 Chap 3 Ruff

10/23 Chap 4 Ruff

10/30 Chap 5-9 Rossell

11/6 Chap 5-9 Rossell

11/13 Chap 5-9 Rossell

11/20 Chap 5-9 Rossell

11/27 Chap 10-14 + Epilogue Nelson

12/4 Chap 10-14 + Epilogue Nelson

12/11 Chap 10-14 + Epilogue Nelson

12/18 Chap 10-14 + Epilogue Nelson

12/25 Break—No SS

1/1/2023 Break—No SS



Three Frameworks for Apologetics



Tim Keller

One of the few PCA Megachurch Pastors
◦ Redeemer PCA in Manhattan has over 5,000 attending weekly

Has helped plant over 100 churches with an emphasis 
on city ministry

Best selling author and extensive speaking appearances

Has been accused of compromising his orthodoxy in his 
zeal to accommodate/have discussions with “Gay 
Christians,” Pro-Choice, and Social Justice advocates



The Reason for God
What’s the Big Idea?

“Both Enemies are Right”—Keller’s research, as well as his observations / 

experience, are that both skepticism and orthodox faith are on the rise

The Skeptics: atheist, agnostic, non-affiliated

Orthodox Faith: Trinitarian, Protestant, Evangelical

Note: The key to understanding Keller’s hypothesis is that while the overall 

percentage of self identified Christians is declining in the U.S., there is a 

subset that is leaving mainline, liberal churches to join orthodox 

evangelical churches



The Reason for God
What’s the Big Idea?

The notion that “God is dead” (Nietzsche) and that secularization is winning the day is not true



The Reason for God
What’s the Big Idea?

Since both skepticism and religious belief are on the rise, and they both 

feel threatened by each other, what is the way forward?

◦ First, accept and acknowledge that this is the case

◦ Second, believers should acknowledge and wrestle with their own doubts—this leads 

to a healthy respect and understanding for other’s doubts 

◦ HOWEVER believers must wrestle with doubt while standing on the foundation of 

faith

◦ All doubts at some level represent a set of alternate beliefs



The Reason for God
What’s the Big Idea?

Simple example:

You cannot doubt Belief A except from a position in Belief B

“I do not accept Christianity because there cannot be one true religion”

The last part of this statement is an article of faith

Thus, the only way to doubt Christianity rightly and fairly is to discern the 

alternate belief under each of your doubts and then to ask yourself what 

reasons you have for believing it to be true.



The Reason for God
Outline

Part I will examine the seven biggest 

objections to the Christian faith and will 

discern the alternate beliefs beneath each 

of them:

◦ There can’t be just one true religion

◦ How could a good God allow suffering?

◦ Christianity is a straitjacket

◦ The Church is responsible for much injustice

◦ How can a loving God send people to hell?

◦ Science has disproved Christianity

◦ You can’t take the Bible literally

Part 2 will examine the reasons underlying 

Christian beliefs:

◦ The Clues of God

◦ The knowledge of God

◦ The problem of sin

◦ Religion and the Gospel

◦ The (true) story of the Cross

◦ The reality of the resurrection

◦ The dance of God

Keller’s purpose in writing the book is to help foster informed discussion between the camps



The Reason for God 
Chapter 1: There Can’t Be Just One True Religion

“Religious exclusivity is not just narrow—it’s dangerous,” added Geoff, a 
twentysomething British man living in New York City. “Religion has led to untold strife, 
division, and conflict. It may be the greatest enemy of peace in the world. If Christians 
continue to insist that they have ‘the truth’—and if other religions do this as well—the 
world will never know peace.”

Keller was a panelist with a Jewish rabbi and a Muslim imam at a NYC college. They 
agreed to the following statement:

“If Christians are right about Jesus being God, then Muslims and Jews fail in a serious 
way to love God as God really is, but if Muslims and Jews are right that Jesus is not God 
but rather a teacher or prophet, then Christians fail in a serious way to love God as God 
really is.”



The Reason for God 
Chapter 1: There Can’t Be Just One True Religion

Civic and cultural leaders are using three approaches to address the 

divisiveness of religion: outlaw, condemn, and privatise

1. Outlaw Religion…or competing religions

Examples: Soviet Russia, Communist China, the Khmer Rouge, Nazi 

Germany

◦ But note that now the secularization thesis is largely discredited

This category can also include Islamic regimes like Iran, etc

History shows that his approach increases rather than decreases divisiveness



The Reason for God 
Chapter 1: There Can’t Be Just One True Religion

2. Condemn Religion

This approach creates an environment in which it is considered 

unenlightened and outrageous to make exclusive religious claims, even in 

personal conversations

The axioms of this approach all involve fatal inconsistencies that will lead 

to its collapse



The Reason for God 
Chapter 1: There Can’t Be Just One True Religion

2. Condemn Religion--Axioms

“All major religions are equally valid and basically teach the same thing”

Would we really say Branch Davidians (Waco siege), or Jim Jones, etc. are 

valid religions?

Or Zen Buddhism for instance does not believe in god at all

Or if we say that all religions worship the same god, then we must have 

some words that define that god and we in effect have made a doctrinal 

statement about god…that is more valid than the major religions



The Reason for God 
Chapter 1: There Can’t Be Just One True Religion

2. Condemn Religion--Axioms

“Each religion can see part of the 

spiritual truth, but none can see the 

whole truth”

◦ The picture illustrates this axiom—each blind 

man describes the animal according to what 

he can touch

◦ The problem is that the only way to know that 

the blind men only sense part of the whole 

animal is that someone can sense all of it



The Reason for God 
Chapter 1: There Can’t Be Just One True Religion

2. Condemn Religion--Axioms

“Religious belief is too culturally and historically conditioned to be 

‘truth’”

◦ Ponder this and see if you can state an inherent contradiction….



The Reason for God 
Chapter 1: There Can’t Be Just One True Religion

2. Condemn Religion--Axioms

“Religious belief is too culturally and historically conditioned to be 

‘truth’”

◦ This statement is deeply rooted in our Western traditions of self criticism and 

individualism

◦ To charge others of being “ethnocentric” is really saying that our culture’s 

approach to other cultures is superior to yours

◦ In reality, any religious belief statements are statements of faith

Thus, reason only takes us so far—and presuppositions of faith will always be necessary



The Reason for God 
Chapter 1: There Can’t Be Just One True Religion

3. Keep religion private

This approach supports private practice of faith and even 

“evangelizing,” but states that religious beliefs should be kept out of 

the public square

“Separation of Church and State” in the US



The Reason for God 
Chapter 1: There Can’t Be Just One True Religion

3. Keep religion private (cont)

The problem is that this approach is non-sensical based on any 

reasonable definition of religion, such as:

“A set of beliefs that explain what life is all about, who we are, and the 

most important things that human beings should spend their time 

doing.”

It is impossible to separate the “public square” (education, government, 

etc.) from religion because they engage in these things

“Even the most secular pragmatists come to the table with deep 

commitments and narrative accounts of what it means to be human.” 



The Reason for God 

In contrast to these approaches to these approaches to quell the 

divisiveness of religion, Keller argues that Christians can be peace 

makers

◦ Treat non believers with dignity and respect

◦ Find common ground / overlap that allows for dialogue

Example: the life of early Christians compared to the Graeco-Roman 

culture surrounding them 

Next week:

Video on Keller’s discussion with skeptics

Chapter 2: How could a good God allow people to suffer?
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Why are We Here?

“But sanctify the Lord God in your hearts, and always be ready to give a defense to 

everyone who asks you a reason for the hope that is in you, with meekness and fear; 

having a good conscience, that when they defame you as evildoers, those who revile your 

good conduct in Christ may be ashamed” (1 Pet 3:15–16).

1 Peter was written to Christians in the 1st Century Church that were suffering from various 

episodes of persecution. Let’s unpack this verse a bit and consider:
◦ In what ways are we suffering as Christians today in America?

◦ How does the Apostle “wrap” the apologetics statement? What are the important contextual factors that 
we should wrap our apologetics statements/encounters in?



Chapter 2: How could a Good 
God allow Suffering?

“I just don't believe the God of Christianity exists," said Hillary, an undergrad 

English major. "God allows terrible suffering in the world. So he might be either all-

powerful but not good enough to end evil and suffering, or else he might be all-good 

but not powerful enough to end evil and suffering. Either way the all-good, all-

powerful God of the Bible couldn't exist.”



Chapter 2: How could a Good 
God allow Suffering?

"This isn't a philosophical issue to me," added Rob, Hillary's 

boyfriend. "This is personal. I won't believe in a God who allows 

suffering, even if he, she or it exists. Maybe God exists. Maybe not. 

But if he does, he can't be trusted."



Chapter 2: How could a Good God 
allow Suffering?

“If God is God, he’s not good. If God is 
good, he’s not God. You can’t have it 
both ways, especially after the Indian 
Ocean catastrophe.”

-Ron Rosenbaum, The New York Observer





Chapter 2: God & 
Suffering?

“If a good and powerful God exists, he would 

not allow pointless evil, but because there is 

much unjustifiable, pointless evil in the world, 

the traditional good and powerful God could 

not exist. Some other god or no god may exist, 

but not the traditional God.”

- Philosopher J.L. Mackie, The Miracle of Theism



What is the key word here?

“If a good and powerful God exists, he would not allow pointless evil, 

but because there is much unjustifiable, pointless evil in the world, the 

traditional good and powerful God could not exist. Some other god or no 

god may exist, but not the traditional God.”

- Philosopher J.L. Mackie, The Miracle of Theism



Chapter 2: God & Suffering?

“If a good and powerful God exists, he would not allow pointless evil, 

but because there is much unjustifiable, pointless evil in the world, the 

traditional good and powerful God could not exist. Some other god or no 

god may exist, but not the traditional God.”

- Philosopher J.L. Mackie, The Miracle of Theism



I. Evil and Suffering isn’t 
Evidence Against God.

“Tucked away within this assertion is a hidden premise:

If evil appears pointless to me, then it must be pointless.”

This reasoning is, of course, fallacious.”

Why?



I. Evil and Suffering isn’t 
Evidence Against God.

“Just because you can’t see [or imagine] a good reason 

doesn’t mean there can’t be one.”



“If you look into your pup-tent for a 
St. Bernard, and you don't see one, it 
is reasonable to assume that there is no 
St. Bernard in your tent. But if you 
look into your pup tent for a 'no-see-
um' (an extremely small insect with a 
bite out of all proportion to its size) 
and you don't see any, it is not 
reasonable to assume that they are not 
there. Because, after all, no one can 
see 'em. Many assume that if there 
were good reasons for the existence of 
evil, they would be accessible to our 
minds, more like St. Bernards than 
like no-see-ums, but why should that 
be the case?"

Dr. Alvin Plantinga, University of Notre Dame



I. Evil and Suffering isn’t 
Evidence Against God.
Joseph

“As for you, you meant evil against me; but God meant it for good, 
in order to bring it about as it is this day, to save many people alive.”

Genesis 50:20



I. Evil and Suffering isn’t 
Evidence Against God.
“I knew a man in my first parish who had lost most of his eyesight after he was shot 
in the face during a drug deal gone bad. He told me that he had been an extremely 
selfish and cruel person, but he had always blamed his constant legal and relational 
problems on others. “As my physical eyes were closed, my spiritual eyes were 
opened, as it were. I finally saw how I’d been treating people. I changed, and now 
for the first time in my life I have friends, real friends. It was a terrible price to pay, 
and yet I must say it was worth it. I finally have what makes life worthwhile.

Though none of these people are grateful for the tragedies themselves, they would 
not trade the insight, character, and strength they had gotten from them for 
anything…Why couldn’t it be possible that, from God’s vantage point, there are 
good reasons for all of them?”



I. Evil and Suffering isn’t 
Evidence Against God.

“If you have a God great and transcendent enough to be mad at 

because he hasn't stopped evil and suffering in the world, then you 

have (at that very same moment) a God great and transcendent 

enough to have good reasons for allowing suffering that you cannot 

know.”



I. What is the key word here?

“If you have a God great and transcendent enough to be mad at 

because he hasn't stopped evil and suffering in the world, then you 

have (at that very same moment) a God great and transcendent 

enough to have good reasons for allowing suffering that you cannot 

know.”



I. What is the key word here?

“If you have a God great and transcendent enough to be mad at 

because he hasn't stopped evil and suffering in the world, then you 

have (at that very same moment) a God great and transcendent

enough to have good reasons for allowing suffering that you cannot 

know.”



II. Evil and Suffering may be 
(if anything) Evidence for God.

“As problematic as inexplicable suffering is for believers, it is 

perhaps an even greater problem for nonbelievers.”



C.S Lewis

“My argument against God was that the universe seemed 

so cruel and unjust. But how had I got this idea of "just" 

and "unjust"?...What was I comparing this universe with 

when I called it unjust?...Of course I could have given up 

my idea of justice by saying it was nothing but a private 

idea of my own. But if I did that, then my argument 

against God collapsed too - for the argument depended on 

saying that the world was really unjust, not simply that it 

did not happen to please my private fancies ... 

Consequently atheism turns out to be too simple.”



II. Suffering as Evidence for God.

“Could there really be any such thing as horrifying wickedness [if there were 

no God and we just evolved]? I don't see how. There can be such a thing only 

if there is a way that rational creatures are supposed to live, obliged to live ... A 

[secular] way of looking at the world has no place for genuine moral 

obligation of any sort ... and thus no way to say there is such a thing as 

genuine and appalling wickedness. Accordingly, if you think there really is 

such a thing as horrifying wickedness (.. and not just and illusion of some 

sort), then you have a powerful ... argument [for the reality of God.].”

-Dr. Alvin Plantinga





II. Evil and Suffering may be 
(if anything) Evidence for God.

“Suffering is a problem for everyone.  It is a mistake to think 

that if you abandon belief in God it somehow makes the 

problem easier to handle.”



Dr. Peter Kreeft, 
Boston College

“A person may say, “All this philosophizing 
does not get the Christian God ‘off the 
hook’ for the world’s suffering!”

But the Christian God came to earth to 
deliberately put Himself on the hook of 
human suffering. In Jesus Christ, God 
experienced the greatest depths of pain. 

Therefore, though Christianity does not 
provide the reason for each experience of 
pain, it provides deep resources for 
actually facing suffering with hope and 
courage rather than bitterness and 

despair.



III. Comparing Jesus to the Martyrs

2 Maccabees  - The Mother of Seven Martyred Sons before Antiochus 

Epiphanes





III. Comparing Jesus to the Martyrs

How does Jesus’ death compare to other martyr 

accounts?



III. Comparing Jesus to the Martyrs

“…He began to be deeply distressed and troubled” saying, “My soul is 

overwhelmed with sorrow to the point of death” (Mark 14:33-34). 

Jesus was in “agony” and physical shock in the Garden of Gethsemane.

“If it be your will…take this cup from me” (Mark 14:36; Luke 22:42). 

On the cross, Jesus cries out that God has forsaken Him (Matthew 27:46). 



III. Comparing Jesus to the Martyrs

Quick Apologetic side note:  Why are these details so 

unlikely in the Gospels?



III. Comparing Jesus to the Martyrs

Why was Jesus so much more overwhelmed by his death 

than others have been, even more than his own followers?



IV. The Suffering of God

There may be no greater inner agony than the loss of a relationship we desperately 

want. If a mild acquaintance turns on you, condemns and criticizes you, and says she 

never wants to see you again, it is painful. If someone you’re dating does the same 

thing, it is qualitatively more painful. But if your spouse does this to you, or if one of your 

parents does this to you when you’re still a child, the psychological damage is infinitely 

worse. 

We cannot fathom, however, what it would be like to lose not just spousal love or 

parental love that has lasted several years, but the infinite love of the Father that Jesus 

had from all eternity.



IV. The Suffering of God

“On the cross, Jesus’s cry of dereliction—“My God, my God, why have you forsaken 

me?”—is a deeply relational statement. Lane writes: “The cry has a ruthless 

authenticity… Jesus did not die renouncing God. Even in the inferno of 

abandonment he did not surrender his faith in God but expressed his anguished 

prayer in a cry of affirmation, ‘My God, my God.’” Jesus still uses the language of 

intimacy—“my God”—even as he experiences infinite separation from the Father.”

William Lane, The Gospel According to Mark





V. Redemption & Suffering

Christianity alone among the world religions claims that God became uniquely 

and fully human in Jesus Christ and therefore knows firsthand despair, rejection, 

loneliness, poverty, bereavement, torture, and imprisonment. 

The death of Jesus was qualitatively different from any other death. On the cross 

he went beyond even the worst human suffering and experienced cosmic 

rejection and pain that exceeds ours as infinitely as his knowledge and power 

exceeds ours. 

In his death, God suffers in love, identifying with the abandoned and 

godforsaken.



V. Redemption & Suffering

If we again ask the question: “Why does God allow evil and 

suffering to continue?” and we look at the cross of Jesus, we still do 

not know what the answer is. However, we now know what the 

answer isn’t. It can’t be that he doesn’t love us. It can’t be that he is 

indifferent or detached from our condition. 

…

God is truly Immanuel— God with us—even in our worst sufferings. 



Atheist Albert Camus

“[Christ] the god-man suffers too, with 

patience. Evil and death can no longer be 

entirely imputed to him since he suffers and 

dies. 

The night on Golgotha is so important in the 

history of man only because, in its shadows, 

the divinity ostensibly abandoned its 

traditional privilege, and lived through to the 

end, despair included, the agony of death.”



V. Redemption & Suffering

Christianity alone among the world religions claims that God became uniquely 

and fully human in Jesus Christ and therefore knows firsthand despair, rejection, 

loneliness, poverty, bereavement, torture, and imprisonment. 

The death of Jesus was qualitatively different from any other death. On the cross 

he went beyond even the worst human suffering and experienced cosmic 

rejection and pain that exceeds ours as infinitely as his knowledge and power 

exceeds ours. 

In his death, God suffers in love, identifying with the abandoned and 

godforsaken.



V. Resurrection & Suffering

We need hope that our suffering is “not in vain.”



V. Resurrection & Suffering

What is wrong with summarizing the gospel as “We get to 

go to Heaven when we die”???



V. Resurrection & Suffering

The Biblical view of things is resurrection—not a future that is just 

a consolation for the life we never had but a restoration of the life 

you always wanted. This means that every horrible thing that ever 

happened will not only be undone and repaired but will in some 

way make the eventual glory and joy even greater.



V. Resurrection & Suffering

In Greek (specifically Stoic) philosophy there was a belief that history was an 

endless cycle. 

The secular view of things, of course, sees no future restoration after death or 

history. 

Eastern religions believe we lose our individuality and return to the great All-soul, 

so our material lives in this world are gone forever. 

Even religions that believe in a heavenly paradise consider it a consolation for the 

losses and pain of this life and all the joys that might have been. 



“I thought you 
were dead! But 
then I thought 
I was dead 
myself! 
Is everything 
sad going to 
come untrue?”



Fyodor Dostoevsky

I believe like a child that suffering will be healed and 

made up for, that all the humiliating absurdity of 

human contradictions will vanish like a pitiful mirage, 

like the despicable fabrication of the impotent and 

infinitely small Euclidean mind of man, that in the 

world’s finale, at the moment of eternal harmony, 

something so precious will come to pass that it will 

suffice for all hearts, for the comforting of all 

resentments, for the atonement of all the crimes of 

humanity, of all the blood that they’ve shed; that it will 

make it not only possible to forgive but to justify all that 

has happened.



C.S. Lewis
The Great Divorce

They say of some 

temporal suffering, “No 

future bliss can make up 

for it,” not knowing that 

Heaven, once attained, 

will work backwards and 

turn even that agony into 

a glory.



Preview/Homework

Chapter 3 – Christianity is a Straightjacket
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Why are We Here?

To be faithful to exhortations from Scripture…in addition to 1 Pet 3:15-16, consider:

“Grace and peace be multiplied to you in the knowledge of God and of Jesus our Lord, as 
His divine power has given to us all things that pertain to life and godliness, through the 
knowledge of Him who called us by glory and virtue, by which have been given to us 
exceedingly great and precious promises, that through these you may be partakers of the 
divine nature, having escaped the corruption that is in the world through lust.” (2 Pet 1:2-5)



Review

What are the three main frameworks for Christian Apologetics, and in 

which one does Keller’s treatment of the subject mostly reside?

HINT: I told you the wrong answer when we first covered this!



Three Frameworks for Apologetics

Keller’s approach mostly resides here



Review

You are having a congenial conversation over lunch with a work friend over 

lunch and she brings up the “divisiveness of religion,” saying:

“All major religions are equally valid and basically teach the same thing”

How might you respond?



Review
“All major religions are equally valid and basically teach the same thing”

Four lines of approach:

◦ The statement does not hold when we consider that major religions such as Zen 

Buddhism, Hinduism, and Confucianism are nontheistic

◦ The statement does not hold if we consider “sects” such as Branch Davidians

◦ If we say that all religions worship the same god, then we must have some words that 

define that god and in effect have made a doctrinal statement about god…that is 

more valid than the major religions

◦ Finally, among theistic religions only Christianity embraces a personal, Trinitarian God

“If Christians are right about Jesus being God, then Muslims and Jews fail in a serious way to love God 

as God really is, but if Muslims and Jews are right that Jesus is not God but rather a teacher or 

prophet, then Christians fail in a serious way to love God as God really is.” (Religious Panel Statement)



Review
“If a good and powerful God exists, he would not allow pointless evil, but 

because there is much unjustifiable, pointless evil in the world, the 

traditional good and powerful God could not exist. Some other god or no 

god may exist, but not the traditional God.”

- Philosopher J.L. Mackie, The Miracle of Theism

How might you respond?



Review
How could a good God allow seemingly pointless suffering and evil?

◦ How can we know it is pointless? Just because we cannot see God’s good 
purposes does not mean there are none

◦ Our awareness of suffering and evil is an unescapable argument for God; i.e. if 
Darwinism were true, we would simply call it survival of the fittest

◦ Many attest to how suffering has shaped their lives to become better people. 
Example: Joni Eareckson Tada

◦ Because the Christian God personally took upon Himself the deepest of 
human suffering, Christianity provides deep resources for facing suffering with 
hope and courage rather than bitterness and despair. 

“Character cannot be developed in ease and quiet. Only through experience of trial and suffering 

can the soul be strengthened, ambition inspired, and success achieved.”

Helen Keller



What Cyclists Think About Suffering

Shut Up Legs!
Jens Voight, Professional Cyclist (retired)



The Reason for God 
Chapter 3: Christianity is a Straitjacket

“But be doers of the word, and not hearers only, deceiving yourselves. For 

if anyone is a hearer of the word and not a doer, he is like a man observing 

his natural face in a mirror; for he observes himself, goes away, and 

immediately forgets what kind of man he was. But he who looks into the 

perfect law of liberty and continues in it, and is not a forgetful hearer but a 

doer of the work, this one will be blessed in what he does.” (James 1:22-

25)
Verse 25 (the last sentence) has an inherent dichotomy/oxymoron in it from a worldly viewpoint. What 

is it and why is it not dichotomous from a redeemed Christian viewpoint?

When we live faithful obedience to Jesus Christ, we are free to achieve our greatest potential as humans.



The Reason for God 
Chapter 3: Christianity is a Straitjacket

“Christians believe that they have the absolute truth 

that everyone else has to believe—or else,” said 

Keith, a young artist living in Brooklyn. “That 

attitude endangers everyone’s freedom.”

“Yes,” agreed Chloe, another young artist. “A ‘one-

Truth-fits all’ approach is just too confining. The 

Christians I know don’t seem to have the freedom to 

think for themselves. I believe each individual must 

determine truth for him- or herself.”



The Reason for God 
Chapter 3: Christianity is a Straitjacket

Christianity calls some beliefs heresy and some practices immoral. To 

some contemporary observers this:

◦ Endangers civic freedom because it divides rather than unites our 

population

◦ Appears to be culturally narrow—fails to recognize that various cultures 

have different perspectives on reality

◦ Seems to enslave or at least infantilize its members, determining what 

they must believe and practice

Keller argues these objections are based on mistakes about the nature of truth, community, 

Christianity, and liberty itself



As Toto shows us…

TRUTH IS UNAVOIDABLE!



The Reason for God Chapter 3
Truth is Unavoidable

“You cannot go on “seeing through” things for ever. The whole point of 

seeing through something is to see something through it…a wholly 

transparent world is an invisible world. To “see though” all things is the 

same as not to see.” C.S. Lewis, The Abolition of Man

Truth claims about God and religion are not just power plays, nor are they 

psychological projections of our guilt and insecurity (Freud)

◦ If you say they are, then you are making a truth claim

◦ You must arrive somewhere concrete--some type of truth claim is unavoidable



The Reason for God Chapter 3
Community Can’t Be Completely Inclusive

Christianity requires particular beliefs in order to be a member of its 

community—it is not open to all. Critics argue this is socially divisive for a liberal 

democracy

However, a liberal democracy also has a code for membership:
◦ Preference of individual to community rights

◦ Division between public and private morality

◦ Sanctity of personal choice

◦ Shared commitment to reason, rights, justice, rule of law (even though these change over 
time)

Thus, the idea of a totally inclusive community is an illusion

Example: Rosario Butterfield and the LGBTQ community



The Reason for God Chapter 3
Community Can’t Be Completely Inclusive

Any community that does not hold its members accountable for specific beliefs 

and practices has no corporate and is not really a community

Is there a better way to judge if a community is open and caring versus narrow 

and oppressive?

◦ Keller’s metric: Do we demonize and attack those who violate our boundaries 
rather than treat them with kindness and respect, in humility?

Conclusion: We should criticize Christians when they are condemning 

and ungracious to unbelievers, but we should not criticize churches 

when they maintain standards for membership in accordance with 

their beliefs 



The Reason for God Chapter 3
Christianity isn’t Culturally Rigid
Critics allege that Christianity forces people from diverse cultures into a 

single iron mold—it is an enemy of pluralism and multiculturalism

◦ Keller contends that in reality, Christianity is more adaptive of diverse 
cultures than secularism and many other worldviews

Consider first that the pattern of Christian expansion differs from every 

other world religion
◦ The demographic and majority population centers of Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism, and 

Confucianism have largely remained static

◦ In contrast, Christianity went from Jews in Jerusalem, to Hellenists around the 
Mediterranean, then to Europe and North America

◦ Today, most Christians live in Africa, Latin America, and Asia





The question is how did this expansive growth occur and why is it ongoing?

Today Christians 

comprise 44% of the 

population in Africa.

It is projected that in 

2050 Christians will 

comprise 30% of the 

population in China



The Reason for God Chapter 3
Christianity isn’t Culturally Rigid

African pagan religions have a long tradition of belief in good and evil 

spirits—when they began to the read the Bible in their own languages, 

many began to see in Christ the final solution to their historic longings

Lamin Sanneh, an African Scholar, argues that:

◦ “Christianity helped Africans to become renewed Africans, not re-made 

Europeans”

◦ When Africans become Christians, their African-ness is converted, completed, 

and resolved—not replaced with something else

◦ With its anti-supernaturalism and individualism, Secularism is much more 

destructive of local cultures than Christianity



The Reason for God Chapter 3
Christianity isn’t Culturally Rigid

Embracing and adapting to inner city culture was Keller’s strategy for 

Redeemer PCA Church

◦ Mostly a traditional worship liturgy and the church adheres to the historical doctrines of 

grace

◦ Embrace the arts, value racial diversity, stress the importance of justice for all city 

dwellers

◦ Teaching and communication was intelligent and nuanced, beliefs held with charity and 

humility

Result: The chief songwriter for Madonna and the 

speechwriter for a conservative Presidential candidate can 

attend church together



The Reason for God Chapter 3
Christianity isn’t Culturally Rigid

These adaptive emphases have deep roots in biblical truth—there is 

great freedom within structure (remember James 1:25)

◦ For He Himself is our peace, who has made both one, and has broken down the middle 

wall of separation, (Eph 2:14)

◦ The Jerusalem Council—no requirement for Gentiles to enter Jewish culture (Acts 15)

◦ Isa 60 and Rev 21-22 depict a renewed, perfect, future world in which we retain our 

cultural differences (every tribe, tongue, nation)

◦ This means every human culture has (from God) distinct goods and strengths for the 

enrichment of the human race

Contrary to popular opinion, Christianity is not a Western 

religion that destroys local cultures



The Reason for God Chapter 3
Freedom isn’t Simple

Freedom cannot be defined as the absence of constraints; in fact, 

confinement and constraint can actually be means to liberation

◦ Achieving excellence in playing a musical instrument requires hours of 

practice—the result of the sacrifice is a richer kind of freedom

◦ Sports 

◦ Art

◦ Etc…all involve a loss of “freedom” in order to excel and achieve 

something greater



The Reason for God Chapter 3
Love—the Ultimate Freedom—Constrains

A primary principle of love is that you have to lose independence in order to 

attain greater intimacy
◦ Love is the most liberating freedom-loss of all

As God’s image bearers, we are made for loving relationships, and healthy 

loving relationships require mutual, unselfish service and a mutual loss of 

independence

This truth is ultimately seen in Christ’s incarnation, death, and resurrection
◦ No other religion claims a God that gave up something for His children
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The Church is Responsible for So Much Injustice



Outline
• Part 1 – The Leap of Doubt 

1. There Can’t be Just One True Religion

2. How Could a Good God Allow Suffering

3. Christianity is a Straitjacket

4. The Church is Responsible for so Much Injustice
5. How Can a Loving God Send People to Hell

6. Science Has Disproved Christianity

7. You Can’t Take the Bible Literally

• Part 2 – The Reasons for Faith

8. The Clues of God

9. The Knowledge of God

10. The Problem of Sin

11. Religion and the Gospel

12. The (True) Story of the Cross

13. The Reality of the Resurrection

14. The Dance of God

Epilogue – Where Do Go From Here?

Notice Keller’s clever play on 

words in naming Parts 1 and 2



Freedom isn’t Simple

• Freedom cannot be defined as the absence of constraints; in fact, 

confinement and constraint can actually be means to liberation

• Achieving excellence requires years of dedicated practice — the 

result of the sacrifice is a richer kind of freedom

• Playing a musical instrument 

• Sports 

• Art

• Academic discipline

All involve a loss of “freedom” in order to excel and achieve something greater



Love—the Ultimate Freedom—Constrains

• A primary principle of love is that you have to lose independence in 

order to attain greater intimacy

• Love is the most liberating freedom-loss of all

• As God’s image bearers, we are made for loving relationships, and 

healthy loving relationships require mutual, unselfish service and a 

mutual loss of independence

• This truth is ultimately seen in Christ’s incarnation, death, and 

resurrection

• No other religion claims a God that gave up something for His children

II Cor 3:17 - Now the Lord is the Spirit; and where the Spirit of the Lord is, there is liberty.



Enlightenment

• Though inspired by Christian elements of freedom and liberty, Renaissance and 

Enlightenment purposely intended as replacements for Christian hope

• Myth of historical failure of Church - has taught us to trash our own history, to say 

Christianity is part of the problem; because it promotes a rival eschatology

“Couldn’t allow Christianity to claim that world history turned its great corner when Jesus of Nazareth 

died and rose again, because it wanted to claim that world history turned its great corner in Europe in 

the eighteenth century.  So it reduced Christianity from an eschatology to a religion because world 

history can’t have two great turning points.” - N.T. Wright

• Manifestations

•Atheism

•Liberal theology

•Overconfidence in ‘authority’ of science, and antipathy to religion

Secular materialism assumed, presumed, presupposed – never proven



Evidential vs. Presuppositional Apologetics

• Evidential Apologetics (aka Classical Apologetics)

•Attempts to prove existence of God, that the Bible is true, etc.  based on empirical 

evidence and/or a reasoned argument

• Presuppositional Apologetics

•A defense of the Christian beliefs by identifying and critiquing presuppositions

•Presuppositions - beliefs everyone has that affect how they think, view the world, and 
interpret information

•Aims to show that Christian worldview is the only one that comports with reality

Keller challenging presuppositions behind secular critiques of Christianity; pointing out 

inability of their own views to meet same standard they use to supposedly refute Christianity



The Myth of Objectivity

• Presuppositional apologetics works from premise that no one is truly objective 

• No one, literally no one, is objective and free from subjective biases 

• A believer’s biases are grounded in a belief in and love for God

• An unbeliever’s biases are grounded in disbelief in and hatred of God

• Per Doug Wilson, “The atheist says, ‘There is no God and I hate Him’”

Rom 8:7 – Because the carnal mind is enmity against God; for it is not subject to the law of God, nor indeed can be

• Our problem started at the tree with our first parents’ desire to be autonomous  

• Like a cornered animal each of us fights with incredible tenacity to defend ourselves against anything 

that would threaten that autonomy

• The gospel of Jesus Christ refutes our claim to personal sovereignty, calling us to submit our 

autonomy to His Lordship

• The unbeliever must refute the claims of the gospel at all costs, or all will be lost

The point is that this is no simple intellectual exercise we are involved with here



Biblical Presupposition – Men Willingly Choose to Deny God

Denial of God is an entering argument, not a conclusion

Rom 1:18-21 - For the wrath of God is revealed from heaven against all ungodliness 

and unrighteousness of men, who suppress the truth in unrighteousness, 19 because what 

may be known of God is manifest in them, for God has shown it to them. 20 For since the 

creation of the world His invisible attributes are clearly seen, being understood by the 

things that are made, even His eternal power and Godhead, so that they are without 

excuse, 21 because, although they knew God, they did not glorify Him as God, nor were 

thankful, but became futile in their thoughts, and their foolish hearts were darkened.

• Men are without excuse, God has given Himself a witness both internally and externally

• Those who deny God’s existence or His sovereign rights over us “suppress the truth in 

unrighteousness”

• Be aware of this fact as you try to bring light to their darkened hearts and minds



Reasons for Rejecting Christianity From Contemporary Sceptics

Nothing so easy to convince people of as that which they want to believe.  

Demonstrated by the logical fallacies and lack of critical objectivity in above statements

“I have to doubt any religion that has so many fanatics and hypocrites,” insisted Helen, a 
law student.  There are so many people who are not religious at all who are more kind and 
even more moral that many Christians I know”

“The church has a history of supporting injustice, of destroying culture,” responded 
Jessica, another law student. “If Christianity is the true religion, how could this be?”

“The Church and the Bible are simply tools used by wicked men to manipulate and control 
people.  They just want people’s money and to be able to tell them what to do.  Historic 
examples of Church atrocities and injustices invalidates any moral authority the Church 
may claim to have.”   



Three Arguments Against Christianity We Will Address

1. Christians’ glaring Character Flaws

• Why are so many unbelievers living better lives than some Christians? 

2. War and Violence

• Why has institutional church supported war, injustice, and violence?

3. Fanaticism

• Smug, self-righteous, dangerous fanatics



Character Flaws

• Fighting and party spirit

• Moral failings of church leaders

• Irreligious people who live morally exemplary lives

Response:

• Guilty as charged, 

but

• More an artifact of our humanity than our Christianity

•These flaws exist in all human institutions, but Church, in this instance being held to a higher 

standard (which arguably it should be)

• Though these flaws exist, Christianity condemns, not condones them



Religion and Violence

• This position is pervasively taught and deeply believed

• Articulated by atheist Christopher Hitchens in God is not Great: How Religion Poisons 

Everything

• Religious-fueled violence in Belfast, Beirut, Bombay, Belgrade, Bethlehem, and Baghdad

• Religion takes racial and cultural differences and aggravates them

• Religion takes ordinary cultural differences and turns them into cosmic battles between good and evil

• Christian nations institutionalized imperialism, violence, and oppression

• Examples - Inquisition, African slave trade, World Wars I and II

• 20th century Japanese Empire totalitarianism and militarism grew out of Buddhism and Shintoism

• Islam inspired much of world’s current terrorism

• Israel’s brutal conflict with Palestine

• Hindu nationalists carry out bloody strikes on Christians and Moslems

To the secularist religion is the world’s Professor Moriarty, the arch-villain behind every woe 



Response
• Cherry-picks examples, ignoring massive atrocities committed by avowed irreligious parties

•French Revolution

•USSR

•Communist China

•Cambodian Khmer Rouge

• “When idea of God is gone, a society will transcendentalize something else to appear morally 

and spiritually superior” – Alister McGrath

• Marxists elevated the state

• Nazis elevated race and blood

• French Revolution elevated Liberty and Equality

• Ignores Church’s successes and contributions to betterment of culture(s) and human lives

•Hospitals

•Orphanages 

•Seeking justice and more general equities for all

20th Century violence inspired more by secularism than by religion



Response

• Acts of violence and warfare in a society is no necessary refutation of prevailing believes of 

that society

•Though the Church and Christians may have been complicit at times, Christianity still 

critiques and condemns these historical atrocities

• Stains at gnats and swallows camels – focuses on snapshots, misses the video



Fanaticism

• Always intolerant and self-righteous

• True Christianity humbled by grace, not proud of moral superiority

• Judgmental, condemning

• Quick to give criticism, unwilling to take it

• Continuum from nominalism (Christian in name only) to fanaticism (over-believe/over-practice)

• People fanatics not because they are too Christian, but because they are not Christian enough 

• Includes those who use their religion to (consider religious leaders of Jesus’ day)

• Gain God’s favor

• Get acclaim and power for themselves

• As a means of manipulation and oppression

• Always marked by insensitivity to plight of the poor and marginalized

We are living in a dangerous time when the enemies of God attempt to paint true followers of Christ with 

the broad brush of religious extremism – the actions of violent extremists are attributed to us all



Response

• OT prophets and Jesus Himself condemned that type of religion

• Even though there may be Christians guilty of such behavior, Christianity itself condemns, not 

condones it

• Secularists view all religions as equally culpable, failing to nuance the difference in a 

Salvation Army soldier from a suicide bomber

“Strong secular critics of Christianity are really using resources from within it to denounce it” 

– John C. Sommerville



Justice in Jesus’ Name

• A deep stain on Christian history is the African slave trade
• Christianity dominant in the nations that bought and sold slaves during that time

• Church must bear her share of the responsibility for allowing that to happen

• Slavery in some form was virtually universal in every human culture over the centuries
• Christians were the first to come to the conclusion that slavery was wrong based on biblical law

• Finally overthrown in modern times by Christian activists – William Wilberforce in Great Britain and John 
Woolman in America

• When Emancipation Act of 1833 passed Parliament agreed to compensate all planters for their freed slaves, at a sum of 
one-half governments annual budget.  It was so costly that one historian called it “voluntary econocide”

• Other major Church-led contributions to justice and righteousness
• Civil Rights Movement

• Abolishment of Apartheid

• Church in Eastern Europe bringing down Communist governments

• Archbishop Oscar Romero in El Salvador

• Dietrich Bonhoeffer in World War II Germany

Our eschatology drives us to care about injustices in the world and to do something about it



Summary

• Major stumbling blocks to many modern unbelievers are the well-rehearsed historical and 

current failures of the Church in general and Christians in particular

• Christians’ glaring Character Flaws

• War and Violence

• Fanaticism

• Common shortcomings in critics’ methodology

• Always comparing their best to our worst

• Failure to critique their own views by the same standards they use for Christianity

• Inability to differentiate various manifestations of religion – painting all brands with the broad 

brush of the most offensive variant

• Failure to acknowledge that although Christians may do something horribly wrong Christianity 

condemns, not condones it

• The very standard they are using to denounce Christian misbehavior in most instances is derived 

from Christianity itself

The human heart fights the claims of Christianity tooth and toenail because of the devastating 

consequences to their person and pride if those claims are indeed found to be true
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Apologetics
Why are We Here?

The task of apologetics, of defending the truth of Christianity, has at least three main aims. I think 
most Christians are familiar with two of these. First, apologetics is to provide an answer to the 
critics of the Christian faith, to those who seek to undermine the rational basis for Christianity or 
who critique it from the standpoint of another philosophy or religion (for instance Paul on Mars Hill 
in Acts 17)…

The second major aim of apologetics is to tear down the intellectual idols of our culture. Here, 
apologetics operates on the offensive, pointing out the inconsistencies and errors of other faiths 
and worldviews. The third, and what I believe is the most valuable, aim of apologetics is to 
encourage the saints, to shore up the church—just as the first concern that Moses had was to be 
able to demonstrate that God had called him to go to the Israelites and lead them out of Egypt. 
Moses was an apologist to his own people.

RC Sproul



Outline
• Part 1 – The Leap of Doubt 

1. There Can’t be Just One True Religion

2. How Could a Good God Allow Suffering

3. Christianity is a Straitjacket

4. The Church is Responsible for so Much Injustice

5. How Can a Loving God Send People to Hell
6. Science Has Disproved Christianity

7. You Can’t Take the Bible Literally

• Part 2 – The Reasons for Faith

8. The Clues of God

9. The Knowledge of God

10. The Problem of Sin

11. Religion and the Gospel

12. The (True) Story of the Cross

13. The Reality of the Resurrection

14. The Dance of God

Epilogue – Where Do Go From Here?

Today:

• Review

• Video

• Cover Chapter 5



Review:
Chapter 4: The Church is Responsible for 
So Much Injustice

Keller’s treatment of this question covers three areas:
◦ Character flaws in Christians

◦ Institutional Church support of wars and violence

◦ Fanaticism—which Keller defines as a person that expresses loud disapproval of 
persons/groups/sectors of our society—i.e. liberal political agendas, values taught in public 
school, homosexuals, members of other religions, etc. These people come across as self 
righteous, opinionated, insensitive, and harsh.

Tina, an unbeliever, says: “Many Christians I meet come across as self righteous 

and rather obnoxious.  It is hard to have a regular conversation with them; I even 

had one tell me I was “of the devil” because I supported gay marriage. I believe 

in God and want to know Him, but I could never join a group of people like that.”

How would you respond?



Review:
Chapter 4: The Church is Responsible for 
So Much Injustice

“Christians are Fanatical!”

Thoughts for consideration:

◦ A person who argues for Christianity in a rude and obnoxious way is offensive even to me. 

Their “zealousness” is misdirected, what they need to do is become fanatically humble, 

sensitive, loving, emphatic, forgiving, and understanding—as Christ was 

◦ Jesus Christ was the biggest critic of “religious” people (i.e. zealots) in His day

◦ To the Jewish leaders He said: “The tax collectors and prostitutes enter the kingdom before 

you.” (Matt 21:31)

◦ It was these same Jewish leaders—not the world—that demanded His death

◦ Share the gospel: The moral code that God gives us is for our good, it points us in the right 

direction. None of us follow God perfectly; we all sin. Christ came to save us from our sin.



Video
In a series of three 20 min videos Keller has discussions with a group of 

intelligent, thoughtful people on six of the points we are discussing 

Reason for God 02 Exclusivity, Other Religions - YouTube

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PAPJLnVAc7A


The Reason for God 
Chapter 5: How Can a Loving God Send 
People to Hell?

“I doubt the existence of a judgmental God who requires blood to pacify his 

wrath,” said Hartmut, a graduate student from Germany. “Someone had to 

die before the Christian God would pardon us. But why can’t he just 

forgive?”

“All that is troubling…” responded Josie, who works at an art gallery in 

Soho. “But I have even more of a problem with the doctrine of hell. The 

only God that is believable to me is a God of love. The Bible’s God is no 

more than a primitive deity who must be appeased with pain and 

suffering.”



The Reason for God 
Chapter 5: How Can a Loving God Send 
People to Hell?

In our culture, divine judgment is one of Christianity’s most offensive 

doctrines

Within this objection, there are a number of very specific hidden beliefs:

◦ A shift to an individual-centric worldview frame of reference

◦ A false dichotomy asserting that love and justice cannot coexist

◦ An incorrect view of what the Bible says about hell

◦ Related, a loving God would not allow hell

◦ Belief in hell is commensurate with believing in inequality

◦ “I believe in a God of Love”



How Can a Loving God Send People to Hell?

Belief #1: A God of Judgment Cannot Exist
This belief is rooted in something called “expressive individualism”
◦ This refers to a human centric definition of reality and life

◦ C.S. Lewis described it this way: “the problem is how to subdue reality to the wishes of men”

The shift to expressive individualism began in earnest in the 18th century and is now 
fully blossomed in the Post-Modern Enlightenment era in which we live—it is the 
“majority view”

Prior to this shift, most people believed that a transcendent moral order existed outside 
themselves
◦ Lewis: “For the wise men of old the cardinal problem had been how to conform the soul to reality, and 

the solution had been knowledge, self-discipline, and virtue.”

◦ Modernity reversed this giving man the responsibility for determining right and wrong

◦ Tolkien wrote the Lord of the Rings to warn us of the dangers of seeking power and control versus 
wisdom and glad enjoyment of God’s Creation

Today, we believe so deeply in our personal rights that the idea of a divine Judgement Day seems impossible



How Can a Loving God Send People to Hell?

Belief #2: A God of Judgment Cannot be a God of Love

The Christian Triune God is both a God of love and a God of justice

◦ Many people struggle with this and see a dichotomy

When someone we love is being hurt, we get angry

◦ Anger is not the opposite of love—Hate is

“God’s wrath is not a cranky explosion, but his settled opposition to the cancer…which is 

eating out the insides of the human race he loves with his whole being.” (Becky Pippert)

The Bible says that God’s wrath flows from His love and His delight in his creation—He is 

angry at injustice because it is destroying its peace and integrity

The Lord is righteous in all His ways, Gracious in all His works…The Lord preserves all who 

love Him, But all the wicked He will destroy. (Psa 145:17-20)



How Can a Loving God Send People to Hell?

Belief #2: A God of Judgment Cannot be a God of Love

Yale theologian Miroslav Volf, who personally experienced violence in the 

Balkans, asserts there is a societal benefit to believing in divine justice

◦ If we don’t believe in divine justice, then we are left to “an eye for and eye”

◦ If do believe in divine justice, then we are able to turn the other cheek and trust that in 

the end God will set things right—resulting in a better environment for societal love and 

peacemaking

Nazism, Communism, etc. show us that a loss of belief in a God of 

judgement can lead to violence and brutality

Repay no one evil for evil. Have regard for good things in the sight of all men. If it is possible, as much 

as depends on you, live peaceably with all men. Beloved, do not avenge yourselves, but rather give 

place to wrath; for it is written, “Vengeance is Mine, I will repay,” says the Lord. (Rom 12:17-19)



How Can a Loving God Send People to Hell?

Belief #3: A Loving God Would Not Allow Hell

This caricature misunderstands of the nature of evil and a biblical view of 

what hell actually is

Sin separates us from the presence of God, which is our ultimate source of 

all joy, love, wisdom, and any good thing (James 1:17)

◦ It is in His presence that we thrive, flourish and become all that He designed us to be

◦ Thus, losing His presence completely is what hell is

A major C.S. Lewis theme is that humans are eternal, immortal beings; and 

we are on an eternal trajectory in this life…right now! C.f. The Great Divorce

Therefore God also gave them up to uncleanness, …who exchanged the truth of God for the 

lie, and worshiped and served the creature rather than the Creator, (Rom 1:24)



How Can a Loving God Send People to Hell?

Belief #3: A Loving God Would Not Allow Hell
Hell is simply one’s freely chosen identity apart from God on a trajectory 

into infinity—we can see a microcosm of this process in our current lives

Example: Addiction

◦ Disintegration from reality begins as more substance is needed for the same effect, 

leading to less and less satisfaction

◦ Leads to isolation from community as others and circumstances are blamed to justify 

behavior

◦ Isolation, denial, delusion, and self absorption continue until all humility is lost and 

there is a refusal to believe that anything can change

◦ “The very idea of heaven seems like a sham to them.”

People in hell are miserable because they are locked in a prison of their own self-centeredness, and their pride 

progressively expands forever. They blame everyone else but themselves.



How Can a Loving God Send People to Hell?

Belief #4: I Believe in a God of Love

The source of the idea of a God of love is the Bible. You cannot trace this 

idea to looking at the world, history, other religions, etc.

◦ There is no religious text outside of the Bible that says God created the world out of 

love and delight

◦ Only the Christian Triune God knows and relates to His people personally in a close, 

intimate relationship—a Muslim would see this as disrespectful

Because the source of the idea that God is Love comes from the Bible, 

then we must acknowledge that the God of love is also a God of  

judgement who will put all things in the world aright in the end
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Why are We Here?
Consider Polycarp…

Facing torture and death because he refused to hail Caesar as lord, Polycarp, the second century 

Bishop of the church in Smyrna, demonstrated remarkable boldness and fortitude before the Roman 

proconsul. The proconsul’s threats were answered with Polycarp’s defense of the gospel. For 

example, when threatened to repent or be attacked by beasts, Polycarp calls the proconsul to repent 

of unrighteousness and turn to Christ. When threatened with fire, Polycarp warns him of the fires of 

the final judgment.

In the midst of these threats comes this famous line by Polycarp: “For eighty-six years I have been 

his servant, and he has done me no wrong. How can I blaspheme my King who saved me?” 

Polycarp was not going to hail Caesar at the cost of denying the singular lordship of Christ. With that, 

the proconsul ordered that he be burned at the stake, and when for some inexplicable reason the fire 

would not consume his body, they finally killed him with a spear.

Derived from the ancient church letter, “The Martyrdom of Polycarp.”

Question: 

Facing death, in addition to refusing to deny the Lordship of Jesus Christ, what was Polycarp’s concern?



Outline
• Part 1 – The Leap of Doubt 

1. There Can’t be Just One True Religion

2. How Could a Good God Allow Suffering

3. Christianity is a Straitjacket
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Chapter 5 Make up:
How Can a Loving God Send People to Hell?

Belief #4: I Believe in a God of Love

The source of the idea of a God of love is the Bible. You cannot trace this 

idea to looking at the world, history, other religions, etc.

◦ There is no religious text outside of the Bible that says God created the world out of 

love and delight

◦ Only the Christian Triune God knows and relates to His people personally in a close, 

intimate relationship—a Muslim would see this as disrespectful

Because the source of the idea that God is Love comes from the Bible, 

then we must acknowledge that the God of love is also a God of  

judgement who will put all things in the world aright in the end



Video
In a series of three 20 min videos Keller has discussions with a group of 

intelligent, thoughtful people on six of the points we are discussing 

◦ Topics in this one: Doesn’t science disprove the Bible, and isn’t the Bible 

just a myth?

The Reason For God - Tim Keller - Session 1 - YouTube

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Auh4PoxWUqg


Chapter 6:
“Science has Disproved the Bible”

“My scientific training makes it difficult if not impossible to accept the 

teachings of Christianity,” said Thomas, a young Asian medical resident. 

“As a believer in evolution, I can’t accept the Bible’s prescientific accounts 

of the origin of life.”

“And the Bible is filled with accounts of miracles,” added Michelle, a med 

student. “They simply could not have happened.

There are a number of embedded (and not so embedded!) beliefs in these statements 



Chapter 6:
“Science has Disproved the Bible”

What is science and how does it operate?

“Science is the pursuit and application of knowledge and understanding of 

the natural and social world following a systematic methodology based on 

evidence.” (sciencecouncil.org)

◦ Assumes a natural cause

◦ Develops a hypothesis, makes observations and examines evidence to test hypothesis,

then adjusts hypothesis accordingly

Problems occur when people look to science as an authoritative truth source

Discuss: What are some obvious problems with the big bang theory and evolution in 

describing the origin of the universe and the origin of life



Chapter 6: “Science has Disproved the Bible”
Aren’t Miracles Scientifically Impossible?

Miracles are vitally important to the Christian faith
◦ Can you name at least 3 miracles in the OT and 4 miracles in the NT?

The Enlightenment brought scientific distrust of the Bible, concluding that 

miracles cannot be reconciled with modern, rational view of the world

“It is one thing to say that science is only equipped for natural causes and 

cannot speak to any others. It is quite another to insist that science proves 

that no other causes could possibly exist.”
◦ Insisting that only natural causes are possible is a presupposition of faith and cannot 

be proved or disproved



Chapter 6: “Science has Disproved the Bible”
Aren’t Miracles Scientifically Impossible?

“Miracles cannot happen because only natural causes are possible”

Another hidden premise in this statement is “there cannot be a God who 

performs miracles.”

◦ This premise is an article of faith that cannot be proven or disproven

If, on the other hand, a Creator God exists then there is nothing illogical 

about the possibility of miracles

Discuss: Why don’t we see miracles today like they occurred in the New Testament? As you 

consider your answer,  think about what was the purpose of the recorded NT miracles



Chapter 6: “Science has Disproved the Bible”
Isn’t Science in conflict with the Bible?

The arguments here usually are attached to an allowance for/belief in  

evolution at some level, and the age of the earth

Evolution in its fullest sense—philosophical naturalism—asserts that 

everything has a natural cause, and organic life is solely the product of 

random forces guided by no one

◦ Evolution as an all encompassing view has insurmountable difficulties (see chap 9)

On the other hand, micro-evolution within species has been and continues to 

be observed empirically—but this is different that transmutation of species

If a person says they are committed to believing evolution as true and thus they cannot 

believe the Bible, what might be an entry point for discussion to get them to reconsider?



Chapter 6: “Science has Disproved the Bible”
The Creation Account—Gen 1-2

The principles of truth we should derive from the creation account include:
◦ In the beginning there was only God

◦ God made everything in the creation ex nihilo (out of nothing)

◦ God proclaimed His creation as good

◦ God created all living creatures according to types (species)

◦ God created humans as male and female in His image, and into them alone He
breathed His spirit

◦ Marriage is a covenant bond between a man and a woman

◦ God gave humans dominion (stewardship responsibility) over the rest of creation

◦ Humans must rely on God’s Word alone in order to live

◦ God’s creation pattern of six days of work and resting on the seventh is an example for 
human living



Chapter 6: “Science has Disproved the Bible”
The Creation Account—Gen 1-2

Creation View Description Why? Issues

Gap Theory

Questionable translation to 

facilitate a lengthy (billions of 

years) gap between the original 

and the reconstituted creation.

Made popular by the Scofield 

Reference Bible in early 20th

century.

Reads Enlightenment thinking into 

the biblical text.

Translates Hebrew to align with so-

called modern scientific theory.

Day Age Theory

Each “day” in Genesis 1 may be 

and age—’one day in the Lord’s 

sight is like a 1,000 years’ (1 Pet 

3:8)

The Hebrew word “yom” can mean 

something other than a 24 hour

period. “the day the Lord made the 

heaven and the earth” (Gen 2:4).

Accommodates macroevolution

Ignores immediate and larger 

biblical context.

“evening and morning” do not 

seem to be used metaphorically

Framework Hypothesis

Contends that Gen 1-2 blends 

historical narrative and poetry, 

and that the seven days are 

analogous to seven “acts” (drama)

Allows for macroevolution and big 

bang while maintaining credibility 

and inspiration of text by calling it 

poetry 

Preponderance of literary analysis 

signals historical narrative

Six Day Creation

Creation occurred in six 24 hour

days

Most literal and plain 

interpretation of text

Science minded Christians 

struggle with fossil record, etc.



Chapter 6: “Science has Disproved the Bible”
The Creation Account—NT Support

One of the most convincing arguments for a literal reading of Gen 1-2 comes 

from the New Testament

Paul, who personally met the risen Christ on the road to Damascus, makes 

several references to Adam (and Eve) as real people in his epistles:

Nevertheless death reigned from Adam to Moses, even over those who had not sinned according to the 

likeness of the transgression of Adam, who is a type of Him who was to come. (Rom 5:14)

For as in Adam all die, even so in Christ all shall be made alive…And so it is written, “The first man Adam 

became a living being.” The last Adam became a life-giving spirit. (1 Cor 15:22, 45)

For Adam was formed first, then Eve. And Adam was not deceived, but the woman being deceived, fell into 

transgression. (1 Tim 2:13-14)

Some very important theology is worked out assuming a literal reading of Gen 1-2



Chapter 6: “Science has Disproved the Bible”
Closing Thoughts

“When thy saw Him, they worshipped Him, but some doubted.” (Matt 28:17)
◦ This record of how people reacted to the miracle of Christ’s resurrection reminds us 

both of the purpose of miracles, and how strong a force our presuppositions are

Note also that Jesus used his miraculous power to heal the sick, feed the 

hungry, and raise the dead
◦ We tend to think of miracles as a suspension of the natural order, but Jesus meant 

them for the restoration of the natural order

“Jesus’s miracles are not just a challenge to our minds, but a promise to our

hears, that the world we want is coming.”
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Why are We Here?

“But sanctify the Lord God in your hearts, and always be ready to give a defense to 

everyone who asks you a reason for the hope that is in you, with meekness and fear; 

having a good conscience, that when they defame you as evildoers, those who revile your 

good conduct in Christ may be ashamed” (1 Pet 3:15–16).

1 Peter was written to Christians in the 1st Century Church that were suffering from various 

episodes of persecution. Let’s unpack this verse a bit and consider:
◦ In what ways are we suffering as Christians today in America?

◦ How does the Apostle “wrap” the apologetics statement? What are the important contextual factors that 
we should wrap our apologetics statements/encounters in?



Chapter 6: “Science has Disproved the Bible”
Isn’t Science in conflict with the Bible?

The arguments here usually are attached to an allowance for/belief in  

evolution at some level, and the age of the earth

Evolution in its fullest sense—philosophical naturalism—asserts that 

everything has a natural cause, and organic life is solely the product of 

random forces guided by no one

◦ Evolution as an all encompassing view has insurmountable difficulties (see chap 9)

On the other hand, micro-evolution within species has been and continues to 

be observed empirically—but this is different that transmutation of species

If a person says they are committed to believing evolution as true and thus they cannot 

believe the Bible, what might be an entry point for discussion to get them to reconsider?



Chapter 6: “Science has Disproved the Bible”
The Creation Account—Gen 1-2

The principles of truth we should derive from the creation account include:
◦ In the beginning there was only God

◦ God made everything in the creation ex nihilo (out of nothing)

◦ God proclaimed His creation as good

◦ God created all living creatures according to types (species)

◦ God created humans as male and female in His image, and into them alone He breathed 
His spirit

◦ Adam and Eve were real people and other humans are descended from them

◦ Marriage is a covenant bond between a man and a woman

◦ God gave humans dominion (stewardship responsibility) over the rest of creation

◦ Humans must rely on God’s Word alone in order to live

◦ God’s creation pattern of six days of work and resting on the seventh is an example for 
human living



Chapter 6: “Science has Disproved the Bible”
The Creation Account—Gen 1-2

Creation View Description Why? Issues

Gap Theory

Questionable translation to 

facilitate a lengthy (billions of 

years) gap between the original 

and the reconstituted creation.

Made popular by the Scofield 

Reference Bible in early 20th

century. Accommodates 

macroevolution.

Reads Enlightenment thinking into 

the biblical text.

Translates Hebrew to align with so-

called modern scientific theory.

Day Age Theory

Each “day” in Genesis 1 may be 

and age—’one day in the Lord’s 

sight is like a 1,000 years’ (1 Pet 

3:8)

The Hebrew word “yom” can mean 

something other than a 24 hour 

period. “the day the Lord made the 

heaven and the earth” (Gen 2:4).

Accommodates macroevolution

Ignores immediate and larger 

biblical context.

“evening and morning” do not 

seem to be used metaphorically

Framework Hypothesis

Contends that Gen 1-2 blends 

historical narrative and poetry, 

and that the seven days are 

analogous to seven “acts” (drama)

Allows for macroevolution and big 

bang while maintaining credibility 

and inspiration of text by calling it 

poetry 

Preponderance of literary analysis 

signals historical narrative

Six Day Creation

Creation occurred in six 24 hour 

days

Most literal and plain 

interpretation of text

Science minded Christians 

struggle with fossil record, carbon 

dating, etc.



Chapter 6: “Science has Disproved the Bible”
The Creation Account—NT Support

One of the most convincing arguments for a literal reading of Gen 1-2 comes 

from the New Testament

Paul, who personally met the risen Christ on the road to Damascus, makes 

several references to Adam (and Eve) as real people in his epistles:

Nevertheless death reigned from Adam to Moses, even over those who had not sinned according to the 

likeness of the transgression of Adam, who is a type of Him who was to come. (Rom 5:14)

For as in Adam all die, even so in Christ all shall be made alive…And so it is written, “The first man Adam 

became a living being.” The last Adam became a life-giving spirit. (1 Cor 15:22, 45)

For Adam was formed first, then Eve. And Adam was not deceived, but the woman being deceived, fell into 

transgression. (1 Tim 2:13-14)

Some very important theology is worked out assuming a literal reading of Gen 1-2



Chapter 7: “You can’t take the 
Bible Literally”

“I see much of the Bible’s teaching as historically 

inaccurate,” said Charles, an investment banker. “We can’t 

be sure the Bible’s account of events is what really 

happened.”



The Christian faith requires belief in the 

Bible. This is a big stumbling block for 

many. I meet many New Yorkers for the 

first time after they have been invited to 

one of Redeemer’s services. The 

centerpiece of each service is a sermon 

based on a text of the Bible. The average 

visitor is surprised or even shocked to 

find us listening to the Bible so carefully. 

Most would say that they know there are 

many great stories and sayings in the 

Bible, but today “you can’t take it 

literally.” What they mean is that the 

Bible is not entirely trustworthy because 

some parts—maybe many or most parts—

are scientifically impossible, historically 

unreliable, and culturally regressive.



We’ve looked at Scientific plausibility, now: HISTORICAL RELIABILITY

As I write today, there seems to be a flood of what David Van Biema of Time magazine calls “Biblical revisionism” 

following in the footsteps of Dan Brown and The Da Vinci Code. He refers to the recent claim that Jesus’s tomb has 

been found, and that he married Mary Magdalene and had children. Other scholars have published books claiming 

similar new insights from the Gnostic gospels. More seem sure to come. What Publishers Weekly calls “the Da Vinci 

Code effect” …

A highly publicized forum of scholars, “the Jesus Seminar,” has stated that no more than 20% of Jesus’s sayings and 

actions in the Bible can be historically validated.



My professors taught that the New Testament 

gospels originated as the oral traditions of 

various religious communities. Their stories 

about Jesus were shaped by those communities 

to address the questions and needs peculiar to 

each church. Leaders made certain that the Jesus 

in these stories supported the policies and beliefs 

of their communities. The oral traditions were 

then passed down over the years, evolving 

through the addition of various legendary 

materials. Finally, long after the actual events, 

the gospels assumed written form. By then it was 

almost impossible to know to what degree, if 

any, they represented the actual historical events.

After a power struggle, the “divine Jesus” party 

won and created texts that promoted its views. 

They allegedly suppressed and destroyed all the 

alternative texts—like the recently-discovered 

“Gnostic” gospels of Thomas and Judas. 



Gnostic Gospels?

The Gospel of Thomas, the best known of the 

Gnostic documents, is a translation from the Syriac, 

scholars date to 175 A.D. at the earliest - more than a 

hundred years after the time that the canonical gospels 

were in widespread use.

Adam Gopnik in The New Yorker wrote that the 

Gnostic gospels were so late that they “…no more 

challenge the basis of the Church’s faith than the 

discovery of a document from the nineteenth century 

written in Ohio and defending King George would be 

a challenge to the basis of American democracy.”



ANN RICE
In the afterword to her new novel, Christ the Lord: Out of Egypt, she explained that she 
had begun doing extensive research about the historical Jesus by reading the work of 
Jesus scholars at the most respected academic institutions. Their main thesis was that the 
Biblical documents we have aren’t historically reliable. She was amazed at how weak 
their arguments were.

“Some books were no more than assumptions piled 

on assumptions…. Conclusions were reached on the 

basis of little or no data at all…. The whole case for 

the nondivine Jesus who stumbled into Jerusalem 

and somehow got crucified…that whole picture 

which had floated around the liberal circles I 

frequented as an atheist for thirty years—that case 

was not made. Not only was it not made, I 

discovered in this field some of the worst and most 

biased scholarship I’d ever read.”



4 CANONICAL GOSPELS:  TIMING   

The canonical gospels were written at the very most 40-60 years after Jesus’s death. 
Paul’s letters, written just 15-25 years after the death of Jesus, outlining all the events of Jesus’s life found in the 

gospels—his miracles, claims, crucifixion, and resurrection. 

Luke 1:1-4

Mark 15:21

1 Corinthians 15:1-6

Acts 26:26



TIMING of Gospels

It is not only Christ’s supporters who were still alive. Also still alive were many bystanders, 
officials, and opponents who had actually heard him teach, seen his actions, and watched 
him die. They would have been especially ready to challenge any accounts that were 
fabricated. For a highly altered, fictionalized account of an event to take hold in the public 
imagination it is necessary that the eyewitnesses (and their children and grandchildren) all be 
dead … so they cannot contradict or debunk the embellishments and falsehoods of the story. 

The gospels were written far too soon for this to occur… which decisively refutes the idea 
that the gospels were anonymous, collective, evolving oral traditions. Instead they were oral 
histories taken down from the mouths of the living eyewitnesses who preserved the words 
and deeds of Jesus in great detail.



DETAIL

Mark 4:38

John 21:4-13

John 8:3-11



NON-LEGENDARY CONTENT

Any listener of the gospel in either Greek or Jewish culture would have automatically suspected that 

anyone who had been crucified was a criminal,

The account of Jesus asking God in the garden of Gethsemane if he could get out of his mission? Or 

why ever make up the part on the cross when Jesus cries out that God had abandoned him? Why 

invent women as the first witnesses of the resurrection in a society where women were assigned such 

low status?

Why constantly depict the Apostles—the eventual leaders of the early Church—as petty and jealous, 

almost impossibly slow-witted, and in the end as cowards who either actively or passively failed 

their master? 

These things would have only offended or deeply confused first-century prospective converts. 



C.S Lewis

“I have been reading poems, romances, vision 

literature, legends, and myths all my life. I know 

what they are like. I know none of them are like 

this. 

Of this [gospel] text there are only two possible 

views. Either this is reportage…or else, some 

unknown [ancient] writer…without known 

predecessors or successors, suddenly anticipated 

the whole technique of modern novelistic, 

realistic narrative.”



CULTURAL RELIABILITY

Remember the “The Stepford Wives?”

The husbands of Stepford, Connecticut, decide to have their wives turned into 

robots who never cross the wills of their husbands. A Stepford wife was 

wonderfully compliant and beautiful, but no one would describe such a marriage 

as intimate or personal. 

Now, what happens if you eliminate anything from the Bible that offends your 

sensibility and crosses your will? If you pick and choose what you want to 

believe and reject the rest, how will you ever have a God who can contradict 

you? You won’t! You’ll have a Stepford God! A God, essentially, of your own 

making, and not a God with whom you can have a relationship and genuine 

interaction. Only if your God can say things that outrage you and make you 

struggle (as in a real friendship or marriage!) will you know that you have 

gotten hold of a real God and not a figment of your imagination. So an 

authoritative Bible is not the enemy of a personal relationship with God. 

It is the precondition for it.



Preview/Homework

Chapter 8 – The CLUES of God
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Chapter 8

The Clues of God



Outline

• Part 1 – The Leap of Faith Doubt 

1. There Can’t be Just One True Religion

2. How Could a Good God Allow Suffering

3. Christianity is a Straitjacket

4. The Church is Responsible for so Much Injustice

5. How Can a Loving God Send People to Hell

6. Science Has Disproved Christianity

7. You Can’t Take the Bible Literally

• Part 2 – The Reasons for Doubt Faith

8. The Clues of God
9. The Knowledge of God

10. The Problem of Sin

11. Religion and the Gospel

12. The (True) Story of the Cross

13. The Reality of the Resurrection

14. The Dance of God

Epilogue – Where Do Go From Here?

Notice Keller’s clever play on 

words in naming Parts 1 and 2



Declaration of War
• Bible begins with the assertion that God is; never tries to prove it

Gen 1:1 - In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth.

John 1:1-3 - In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God. 2 He was in the 

beginning with God. 3 All things were made through Him, and without Him nothing was made that was made.

• Evidence for God, not only God, but God of the Bible, is irrefutable 

Psa 19:1-4 - The heavens declare the glory of God; And the firmament shows His handiwork. 2 Day unto day 

utters speech, And night unto night reveals knowledge. 3 There is no speech nor language Where their voice is 

not heard. 4 Their line has gone out through all the earth, And their words to the end of the world.

Rom 1:18 – 20 - For the wrath of God is revealed from heaven against all ungodliness and unrighteousness of 

men, who suppress the truth in unrighteousness, 19 because what may be known of God is manifest in them, 

for God has shown it to them. 20 For since the creation of the world His invisible attributes are clearly seen, being 

understood by the things that are made, even His eternal power and Godhead, so that they are without excuse,

• But rebellious man chooses to live in Hell of his own making rather than Paradise of God

Psa 2:1-3 - Why do the nations rage, And the people plot a vain thing? 2 The kings of the earth set themselves, 

And the rulers take counsel together, Against the Lord and against His Anointed, saying, 3 “Let us break Their 

bonds in pieces And cast away Their cords from us.”

Today’s lesson is fundamentally about theism vs. materialism



Enter Existentialism

If one puts aside the existence of God and the survival after life as too doubtful…one has to 

make up one’s mind as to the use of life.  If death ends all, if I have neither to hope for good 

nor to fear evil, I must ask myself what am I here for, and how in these circumstances I must 

conduct myself.  Now the answer is plain, but so unpalatable that most will not face it.  There 

is no meaning for life, and [thus] life has no meaning.

-Somerset Maugham, The Summing Up

It was true, I had always realized it – I hadn’t any “right” to exist at all.  I had appeared by 

chance, I existed like a stone, a plant, a microbe.  I could feel nothing to myself but an 

inconsequential buzzing.  I was thinking … that here we are eating and drinking, to preserve 

our precious existence, and that there is nothing, nothing, absolutely no reason for existing.

- Jean-Paul Sartre, Nausea

Man must believe in a world without God to have the autonomy he so desperately craves



Clues of God

• Keller’s scientist friend - suspicioned God existed but could find no airtight 

argument for that belief

• Keller argued that he was a strong rationalist, with no airtight argument for that

• Began to look at evidence as clues, not proofs

• Found that cumulatively clues of God have a great deal of force

• “No proofs of God will convince a committed rationalist, but there are two or 

three dozen very good arguments for the existence of God”  - Alvin Plantinga



Regarding the Clues of God

• Four of Plantinga’s dozens of clues

• Mysterious Bang

• Cosmic Welcome Mat

• Regularity of Nature 

• Beauty 

• Clue-Killer (Spoiler Alert - Evolutionary Biology)

• Summary



Before We Get Started

• We should start by asking ourselves a few fundamental questions 

• Why is there something rather than nothing?

• How do we get something from nothing?

• How do we get life from non-living?

• How do we get from single cell asexually reproducing to heterosexually reproducing organisms?

• Does nature move towards order, or disorder?

• Materialist’s answers to these questions violate science’s understanding of basic laws of nature

• First and second laws of thermodynamics

• Biogenesis

• In the hallway of science every classroom assumes the other rooms have the answer

• ‘Hopeful Monster’ and ‘Punctuated Equilibrium’ 

Watch found in the woods



Mysterious Bang

“We have this very wild conclusion that the universe had an origin, the Big 

Bang.  Fifteen million years ago, the universe began with an unimaginably 

bright flash of energy from an infinitesimally small point.  That implies that 

before that, there was nothing.  I can’t imagine how nature, in this case the 

universe, could have created itself.  And the very fact that the universe had a 

beginning implies that someone was able to begin it.  And it seems to me that 

had to be outside of nature.”

-Francis Collins, The Language of God



Mysterious Bang

• Everything in this world is contingent  - has a cause outside of itself, Big Bang included

• Unbeliever’s retort – fact of an intelligent designer, does not necessitate God of Bible

•True, but it does deny the arguments for strict materialism

• Isaac Newton’s solar system model

Either matter and energy are eternal, or God is



Cosmic Welcome Mat

“When you look from the perspective of a scientist at the universe, it looks as if 

it knew we were coming.  There are 15 constants – the gravitational constant, 

various constants about the strong and weak nuclear force, etc. – that have 

precise values.  If any of those constants was off by even one part in a million, 

or in some cases, by one part in a million million, the universe could not have 

actually come to the point where we see it.  Matter would not have been able to 

coalesce, there would have been no galaxy, stars, planets, or people?”

-Francis Collins

“The odds against a universe like ours emerging out of something like the Big 

Bang are enormous.  I think there are clearly religious implications.”

- Stephen Hawking



Cosmic Welcome Mat

• Referred to as the Fine Tuning, or Anthropological Argument

• Richard Dawkins in his The God Delusion posits that there may be trillions of 

universes existing over enormous amounts of time
• Can’t prove there are, can’t prove there aren’t

• Examples illustrating absurdity of infinite universe argument 
• Dealer deals himself four aces in 20 straight hands in game of poker

• Doesn’t prove he cheated, unreasonable to think he didn’t

• I would draw your attention to the personal bias of the other players

• Fifty expert marksmen in firing squad all miss form six feet away

•Can’t prove they missed on purpose, unreasonable to think they didn’t

This argument is unfalsifiable – not proving it aint don’t make it so

These examples don’t begin to scratch the surface of the true statistical 

improbabilities behind materialist’s arguments for the Universe



Regularity of Nature

• All scientific inductive reasoning based on assumption of the regularity 

(“laws”) of nature

• Staunch secularists acknowledge we have no idea why nature-regularity is 

happening now, nor rational justification for assuming it will happen tomorrow

• “The future has always been like the past in the past” – honest secularists admit 

this assumes what you are trying to prove

• Modern science arose in its most sustained form because of belief in an all-

powerful personal God who created and sustained an orderly universe

• Examples

• Isaac Newton discovery of the Law of Gravity

• Galileo equations of planetary motions

The scientist acknowledges it just is.  The philosopher questions ‘why?’



The Clue of Beauty

• Glories of creation, incredible works of art, give us sense of inescapable meaning 

and fill us with hope

• If we are product of accidental natural forces, then what we call beauty is nothing but 

a neurological hardwired response to particular data

• Similarly, love is simply bio-chemical response inherited from our ancestors because this 

helped them to survive

• St. Augustine reasoned that our unfilled desires are clues to the fact that it exists

• Hunger does not mean particular desire will be fulfilled, but it does point to fact it exists

• Unfillable longing evoked by beauty qualifies as an innate desire for love, joy, beauty

• We long for something that nothing in this world fulfils

Ecc 3:11 - He has made everything beautiful in its time. Also He has put eternity in their hearts, except 

that no one can find out the work that God does from beginning to end.



The Clue Killer

• Evolutionary Biology claims to explain all clues as a function of natural selection

“Everything we value – from sugar and sex and money to music and love and religion 

– we value for reasons.  Lying behind, and distinct from, our reasons are evolutionary 

reasons, free-floating rationales that have been endorsed by natural selection.”

Daniel Dennett, Breaking the Spell: Religion as a Natural Phenomenon

• Evolutionary theorists agree that our capacity for believe in God is hardwired into 

our physiology because it is directly or indirectly associated with traits that helped 

our ancestors adapt to their environment 

• For example, belief in God made people happier and more unselfish, which meant their 

families and tribes survived better, and they get better mates



The Clue Killer

• Thrust of their argument

• Paranoid false beliefs often more effective at helping you survive than accurate ones

• Enhancing survival more important than truth

• Implication – we can’t truly trust our senses or sensibilities

• Their argument is their Achille’s heel

• If we can’t trust our belief-forming faculties about God, how can we trust them to tell us the 

truth about anything, including evolutionary biology

“Evolutionary scientists are applying the scalpel of skepticism to what our minds tell 

us about God, but not what our minds are telling us about evolutionary science itself.”

“It is irrational to believe in ‘naturalism’.  Naturalists tell us there is a conflict between 

science and religion.  The real conflict is between science and naturalism.”

- Alvin Plantinga

The Clue Killer is a Clue



Summary

• Very existence of the world

•Secularist responds, “But that doesn’t prove God exists.  Maybe there was always something or the 

something we see came from nothing.”

• Incredibly perfectly precise fine-tuning of the Universe

• Secularist responds, “But that doesn’t prove God exists.  It could be through sheer random 

circumstances that this universe is the one that was formed.”

• Regularity of nature

• Secularist responds, “That doesn’t prove God exists.  We don’t know why nature is regular, it just is.”

• Beauty and meaning

• Secularist responds, “Doesn’t prove God exists.  We can explain all such senses and convictions 

through evolutionary biology.  Our religious, aesthetic, and moral intuitions are there only because 

they helped our ancestors survive. ”

If God does not exist these things are profoundly inexplicable.  If God is, these things make perfect sense!



Harvard Professor Quote

“After forty years of studying the theory of origins I can tell you that there are 

only two possibilities – evolution and creation.  Without a shadow of a doubt, I 

can tell you that evolution is impossible.  But I choose to accept the 

impossible rather than the unacceptable.”



Conclusion

• Secularism / Naturalism / Materialism starts with assumption that there is only  

energy, matter, and natural processes working on them

Psa 14:1 - The fool has said in his heart, “There is no God.”

• The Bible begins with the assertion that God is; never tries to prove it

Gen 1:1 - In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth.

John 1:1-3 - In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word 

was God. 2 He was in the beginning with God. 3 All things were made through Him, and 

without Him nothing was made that was made.

• In future lessons we are going to deal with the greatest proof of all – the 

Resurrection of Jesus the Messiah, and us with Him!

Both are articles of faith, both are equally religious
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Why are We Here?

“But sanctify the Lord God in your hearts, and always be ready to give a defense to 

everyone who asks you a reason for the hope that is in you, with meekness and fear; 

having a good conscience, that when they defame you as evildoers, those who revile your 

good conduct in Christ may be ashamed” (1 Pet 3:15–16).

1 Peter was written to Christians in the 1st Century Church that were suffering from various 

episodes of persecution. Let’s unpack this verse a bit and consider:
◦ In what ways are we suffering as Christians today in America?

◦ How does the Apostle “wrap” the apologetics statement? What are the important contextual factors that 
we should wrap our apologetics statements/encounters in?



Chapter 9: “The Knowledge of God”

A. Free-Floating Morality



Conservative writers and speakers are constantly complaining that the 

young people of our culture are relativistic and amoral. As a pastor in 

Manhattan I have been neck-deep in sophisticated 20somethings for 

almost two decades, and I have not found this to be the case. The 

secular, young adults I have known have a very finely-honed sense of 

right and wrong. There are many things happening in the world that 

evoke their moral outrage. There is a problem with their moral outlook, 

however...



Free-Floating Morality

People still have strong moral convictions, but unlike people in other 

times and places, they don’t have any visible basis for why they find 

some things to be evil and other things good. It’s almost like their 

moral intuitions are free-floating in midair—far off the ground. 



Czeslaw Milosz 

“What has been surprising in the post–Cold 

War period are those beautiful and deeply 

moving words pronounced with veneration in 

places like Prague and Warsaw, words which 

pertain to the old repertory of the rights of man 

and the dignity of the person. I wonder at this 

phenomenon because maybe underneath 

there is an abyss. After all, those ideas had 

their foundation in religion…”



Free-Floating Morality

I think that people will definitely go on holding to their beliefs in 

human dignity even when conscious belief in God is gone. 

Why is this the case? …



Free-Floating Morality

I think that people will definitely go on holding to their beliefs in 

human dignity even when conscious belief in God is gone. 

Why is this the case? 

I have a radical thesis. I think people in our culture know 

unavoidably that there is a God, but they are repressing what they 

know. 



Chapter 7: “The Knowledge of God”

B. The Concept of Moral Obligation



The Concept of Moral Obligation

Why is it impossible (in practice) for anyone to be a 

consistent moral relativist even when they claim that 

they are? 



The Concept of Moral Obligation

Why is it impossible (in practice) for anyone to be a consistent moral relativist even when 

they claim that they are? 

The answer is that we all have a pervasive, powerful, and unavoidable belief not only in 

moral values but also in moral obligation. 

Aren’t there people in the world who are doing things you believe are wrong—things that 

they should stop doing no matter what they personally believe about the correctness of 

their behavior? If you do (and everyone does!), doesn’t that mean you do believe that there 

is some kind of moral standard that people should abide by regardless of their individual 

convictions? 



The Concept of Moral Obligation

Moral obligation is a belief that some things ought not to be done 

regardless of how a person feels about them within herself, 

regardless of what the rest of her community and culture says, and 

regardless of whether it is in her self-interest or not. 

For example?... 



The Concept of Moral Obligation

For example?... 

People who laugh at the claim that there is a transcendent moral order 

do not think that racial genocide is just impractical or selfdefeating, but 

that it is wrong. The Nazis who exterminated Jews may have claimed 

that they didn’t feel it was immoral at all. We don’t care. We don’t care if 

they sincerely felt they were doing a service to humanity. They ought 

not to have done it.



Chapter 7: “The Knowledge of God”

C. The Evolutionary Theory of Moral Obligation



The Evolutionary Theory of Moral Obligation

Sociobiology or evolutionary psychology holds that altruistic people, those 

who act unselfishly and cooperatively, survived in greater numbers than 

those who were selfish and cruel. Therefore altruistic genes were passed 

down to us and now the great majority of us feel that unselfish behavior is 

“right.”

What is the flaw in this theory?



If we see a total stranger 

fall in the river we jump in 

after him, or feel guilty for 

not doing so. In fact, most 

people will feel the 

obligation to do so even if 

the person in the water is 

an enemy. How could that 

trait have come down by a 

process of natural 

selection? Such people 

would have been less likely 

to survive and pass on 

their genes.



The Evolutionary Theory of Moral Obligation

For evolutionary purposes, however, the opposite response—

hostility to all people outside one’s group—should be just as 

widely considered moral and right behavior. Yet today we believe 

that sacrificing time, money, emotion, and even life— especially 

for someone “not of our kind” or tribe—is right.



The Evolutionary Theory of Moral Obligation

Some contend that sacrificial behavior benefits an entire group 

or society, enabling the entire society to pass on its genetic code. 

However, there is consensus that natural selection does not 

work on whole populations.

Evolution, therefore, cannot account for the origin of our moral 

feelings, let alone for the fact that we all believe there are 

external moral standards by which moral feelings are evaluated.



Chapter 7: “The Knowledge of God”

D. The Problem of Moral Obligation



Dr. Carolyn 
Fleuhr-Lobban

An anthropologist whose 

professional field is dominated by 

what she calls “cultural 

relativism”—a view that all moral 

beliefs are culturally created and 

that there is no basis for 

objectively judging one culture’s 

morality to be better than 

another. Yet she was appalled by 

practices in societies she was 

studying that oppressed women. 

…For her, this presented a 

poignant conundrum.  Why?



The Evolutionary Theory of Moral Obligation

She knew that her belief in women’s equality was rooted in a socially-

located (Northern European, eighteenth century) individualistic mode 

of thought. What right did she have to promote her views over those 

of the non-Western societies where she worked? 

“What authority do we Westerners have to impose our own concept of 

universal rights on the rest of humanity?”

“If all cultures are relative, then so is the idea of universal human 

rights, so how can I decide to impose my values on this culture?”



The Evolutionary Theory of Moral Obligation

How do you think she responded?



Dr. Carolyn Fleuhr-
Lobban

“I believe that we should not let the 

concept of relativism stop us from using 

national and international forums to 

examine ways to protect the lives and 

dignity of people in every culture…. When 

there is a choice between defending 

human rights and defending cultural 

relativism, anthropologists should choose 

to protect and promote human rights. We 

cannot just be bystanders.”



Chapter 7: “The Knowledge of God”

E. The Difficult Issue of Human Rights



Jürgen Habermas

“Despite their European 

origins, “human rights” in 

Asia, Africa, and South 

America now “constitute the 

only language in which the 

opponents and victims of 

murderous regimes and civil 

wars can raise their voices 

against violence, repression, 

and persecution.”



Alan 
Dershowitz
Harvard Law Professor

“Where do 

Human Rights 

Come From?”



Alan Dershowitz

“Some say human rights come from GOD. Dershowitz rejects this as an answer, 

since so many millions of people are agnostic. 

Others say human rights come from NATURE.  They argue that nature, if it is 

examined, will reveal that some kinds of behavior are “fitting” and right. 

However, Dershowitz points out that nature thrives on violence and predation, 

on the survival of the fittest. 

Others claims that human rights are created by the PEOPLE who write the 

laws. Many argue that it is in the interests of societies to create human rights 

because honoring individual dignity means that in the long run everyone in the 

community is better off. 

However, what if a majority decides it is not in their interest to grant 

human rights?



Michael J. 
Perry
Law Professor

“Did the Nazis value the 

Jews intrinsically? The 

conspicuous problem 

with the secular 

argument [for rights] is 

that it assumes a 

consensus among 

human agents that does 

not exist and never has 

existed.”



The Difficult Issue of Human Rights

If we want to defend individual rights, we must try to discover something 

beyond utility that argues for these rights.

Rights cannot be created—they must be discovered, or they are of no 

value. 



Friedrich Nietzsche

If God is dead, any and all morality of love and 

human rights is baseless. 

If there is no God, argues Nietzsche, Sartre, 

and others, there can be no good reason to be 

kind, to be loving, or to work for peace.

… If there is no God, then there is no way to 

say any one action is “moral” and another 

“immoral” but only “I like this.” 



Chapter 7: “The Knowledge of God”

F. The Grand “Sez Who?”



Yale Law Professor
Arthur Leff

“This is known in barrooms and 

schoolyards as “the Grand Sez Who”? 

…one key question: who among us… 

ought to be able to declare “law” that 

ought to be obeyed? 

Either God exists or He does not, but if He 

does not, nothing and no one else can take 

His place.”



The Grand “Sez Who?”

“As things are now, everything is up for grabs. Nevertheless: 

napalming babies is bad. Starving the poor is wicked. 

Buying and selling each other is depraved…. There is such a 

thing as evil. All together now: Sez Who? God help us.”

- Arthur Leff



The Grand “Sez Who?”

Leff is pointing out that despite the fact that we can’t justify 

or ground human rights in a world without God, we still 

know they exist. Leff is not just speaking generically, but 

personally. Without God he can’t justify moral obligation, 

and yet he can’t not know it exists.



Chapter 7: “The Knowledge of God”

G. The Argument for God from the Violence of Nature



Author

Annie Dillard

“There is not a person 

in the world that 

behaves as badly as 

praying mantises. But 

wait, you say, there is 

no right or wrong in 

nature; right and 

wrong is a human 

concept! Precisely!”



The Argument for God from the Violence of 
Nature

Dillard saw that all of nature is based on violence. Yet we 

inescapably believe it is wrong for stronger human 

individuals or groups to kill weaker ones. If violence is 

totally natural why would it be wrong for strong humans to 

trample weak ones?

There is only one way out of this conundrum…



We can pick up the Biblical 
account of things and see if it 
explains our moral sense any 
better than a secular view.

If you believe human rights are a 
reality, then it makes much more 
sense that God exists than that 
He does not.

If a premise (“There is no God”) 
leads to a conclusion you know 
isn’t true (“Napalming babies is 
culturally relative”) then why not 
change the premise?



Chapter 7: “The Knowledge of God”

H. The Endless, Pointless Litigation of Existence



“… my disaster really began when I looked up one day…and the bench was empty. 
No judge in sight. And all that remained was the endless argument with oneself, 
this pointless litigation of existence before an empty bench…. Which, of course, is 
another way of saying—despair.”                      

- Quentin, After the Fall, Arthur Miller



“I have not tried to prove 
the existence of God to you. 

My goal has been to show 
you that you already know 
God is there.” 



The Endless, Pointless Litigation of Existence

“The nonexistence of God not only makes all moral 

choices meaningless, but it makes all life meaningless 

too.” 



If the Cosmic Bench is truly empty, then the whole span of 
human civilization, even if it lasts a few million years, will be just 
an infinitesimally brief spark in relation to the oceans of dead 
time that preceded it and will follow it. Whether we are loving or 
cruel in the end would make no difference at all.



The Endless, Pointless Litigation of Existence

Once we realize this situation there are two options. One is that we can simply refuse to 

think out the implications of all this. We can hold on to our intellectual belief in an empty 

Bench and yet live as if our choices are meaningful and as if there is a difference between 

love and cruelty. That is, you get the benefit of having a God without the cost of following 

him. But there is no integrity in that. 

The other option is to recognize that you do know there is a God. You could accept the fact 

that you live as if beauty and love have meaning, as if there is meaning in life, as if human 

beings have inherent dignity—all because you know God exists. It is dishonest to live as if 

he is there and yet fail to acknowledge the one who has given you all these gifts.



Preview/Homework

Chapter 10 – The Problem of Sin
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Why are We Here?

“But sanctify the Lord God in your hearts, and always be ready to give a defense to 

everyone who asks you a reason for the hope that is in you, with meekness and fear; 

having a good conscience, that when they defame you as evildoers, those who revile your 

good conduct in Christ may be ashamed” (1 Pet 3:15–16).

1 Peter was written to Christians in the 1st Century Church that were suffering from various 

episodes of persecution. Let’s unpack this verse a bit and consider:
◦ In what ways are we suffering as Christians today in America?

◦ How does the Apostle “wrap” the apologetics statement? What are the important contextual factors that 
we should wrap our apologetics statements/encounters in?



Chapter 10: “The Problem of Sin”

A. Sin and Human Hope



“Can we doubt that presently 
our race will more than realize 
our boldest imaginations, that 
it will achieve unity and peace, 
and that our children will live 
in a world made more 
splendid and lovely than any 
palace or garden that we 
know, going on from strength 
to strength in an ever-
widening circle of 
achievement? 

What man has done, the little 
triumphs of his present 
state…form but the prelude to 
the things that man has yet to 
do.” 

1937
H.G. Wells



1946

H.G. Wells

“The cold-blooded massacres of 
the defenseless, the return of 
deliberate and organized 
torture, mental torment, and 
fear to a world from which 
such things had seemed well 
nigh banished—has come near 
to breaking my spirit 
altogether…“Homo Sapiens,” as 
he has been pleased to call 
himself, is played out.” 



Sin and Human Hope

There is something fundamentally wrong with the world …



Andrew Delbanco

Some years ago he was doing research on Alcoholics 

Anonymous and was attending AA meetings around the 

country. One Saturday morning in a New York City church 

basement he was listening to a “crisply dressed young man” 

who was talking about his problems. In his narrative he was 

absolutely faultless. All his mistakes were due to the injustice 

and betrayals of others. He spoke of how he was going to avenge 

himself on all who had wronged him. “His every gesture gave 

the impression of grievously wounded pride,” Delbanco wrote. It 

was clear that the young man was trapped in his need to justify 

himself, and that things could only get worse and worse in his 

life until he recognized this. While he was speaking, a black 

man in his forties, in dreadlocks and dark shades, leaned over 

to Delbanco and said, “I used to feel that way too, before I 

achieved low selfesteem.”



Andrew Delbanco

“This was more than a good line. For me it was the moment I 

understood in a new way the religion I had claimed to know 

something about. As the speaker bombarded us with phrases 

like “got to take control of my life,” and “I’ve got to really 

believe in myself”—the man beside me took refuge in the old 

Calvinist doctrine that pride is the enemy of hope.”



Sin and Human Hope

By “low self-esteem” the man in the dreadlocks did not mean the 

young man should come to hate himself. He meant that the well-

dressed young man was “lost in himself” until he could admit he was 

a very flawed human being, a sinner. He would never be liberated to 

see his own flaws in their true light, to forgive those who had 

wronged him, or to humbly seek and receive forgiveness from others. 

The Christian doctrine of sin, properly understood, can be a 

great resource for human hope, but what is that doctrine?



Chapter 10: “The Problem of Sin”

B. The Meaning of Sin



Soren Kierkegaard

“Sin is: in despair not wanting to be 

oneself before God…. 

Faith is: that the self in being itself 

and wanting to be itself is grounded 

transparently in God.”



The Meaning of Sin

What does this mean? Everyone gets their identity, their sense of being distinct and 

valuable, from somewhere or something. Kierkegaard asserts that human beings were 

made not only to believe in God in some general way, but to love him supremely, center 

their lives on him above anything else, and build their very identities on him. Anything 

other than this is sin. 

Most people think of sin primarily as “breaking divine rules,” but Kierkegaard knows that 

the very first of the Ten Commandments is to “have no other gods before me.” So, 

according to the Bible, the primary way to define sin is not just the doing of bad things, 

but the making of good things into ultimate things. It is seeking to establish a sense of 

self by making something else more central to your significance, purpose, and happiness 

than your relationship to God.



Chariots of Fire

“I will raise my eyes and 
look down that corridor; 
4 feet wide, with 10 
lonely seconds to justify 
my whole existence..” 

-Harold Abrahams



The Meaning of Sin

Our need for worth is so powerful that whatever we base our identity 

and value on we essentially “deify.” We will look to it with all the 

passion and intensity of worship and devotion, even if we think of 

ourselves as highly irreligious. 

But all this only sets the stage for continual disappointment…



Ernest Becker

No human relationship can bear the burden of 

godhood…. If your partner is your “All” then any 

shortcoming in him becomes a major threat to you…. 

What is it that we want when we elevate the love 

partner to this position? We want to be rid of…our 

feeling of nothingness…to know our existence has 

not been in vain. We want redemption—nothing less. 

Needless to say, humans cannot give this.



The Meaning of Sin

In more traditional cultures, the sense of worth and identity comes 

from fulfilling duties to family and giving service to society. In our 

contemporary individualistic culture, we tend to look to our 

achievements, our social status, our talents, or our love 

relationships. There are an infinite variety of identity-bases. Some get 

their sense of “self” from gaining and wielding power, others from 

human approval, others from self-discipline and control. But 

everyone is building their identity on something.



Chapter 7: “The Knowledge of God”

C. The Personal Consequences of Sin



The Personal Consequences of Sin

If I build my identity on being a good parent, I have no true “self”—I am just a parent, 

nothing more. If something goes wrong with my children or my parenting, there is no “me” 

left.

If anything threatens your identity you will not just be anxious but paralyzed with fear. If 

you lose your identity through the failings of someone else you will not just be resentful, 

but locked into bitterness. If you lose it through your own failings, you will hate or despise 

yourself as a failure as long as you live. Only if your identity is built on God and His love, 

says Kierkegaard, can you have a self that can venture anything, face anything.

There is no way to avoid this insecurity outside of God.



St. Augustine

“Our loves are not rightly 

ordered.” “Our hearts are 

restless until they find their 

rest in Thee!” 

If we try to find our 

ultimate rest in anything 

else, our hearts become 

dislocated, “out of joint.”



Simone Weil

“One has only the choice between God 

and idolatry.  If one denies God…one is 

worshiping some things of this world 

… imagining the attributes of Divinity 

in them.”



The Personal Consequences of Sin

If we take our meaning in life from our family, our work, as cause, or 

some achievement other than God, they enslave us. We have to have 

them.

The good things that enslave us are good things that deserve to be 

loved. But when our heart loves become inordinate, then we fall into 

patterns of life that are not unlike substance addiction…. When we turn 

good things into ultimate things, we are, as it were, spiritually 

addicted. 



Identity Apart 

from God

If I build my identity on 

being a good parent, I 

have no true “self”—I 

am just a parent, 

nothing more. If 

something goes wrong 

with my children or my 

parenting, there is no 

“me” left.



Identity Apart from God

Years ago, I found myself counseling two different women, both of whom were 

married, both of whom had husbands who were poor fathers, and both of whom 

had teenage sons who were beginning to get into trouble in school and with the 

law. Both of the women were angry at their husbands. I advised them and talked 

(among other things) about the problems of unresolved bitterness and the 

importance of forgiveness. Both women agreed and sought to forgive. However, 

the woman who had the worst husband and who was the least religious was 

able to forgive. The other woman was not. 

This puzzled me for months until one day the unforgiving woman blurted out, 

“Well, if my son goes down the drain then my whole life will have been a 

failure!” She had centered her life on her son’s happiness and success. That 

was why she couldn’t forgive.



The Personal Consequences of Sin

A life not centered on God leads to emptiness. 

Building our lives on something besides God 

not only hurts us if we don’t get the desires of our hearts, 

but also if we do.



Identity Apart from God

Village Voice columnist, Cynthia Heimel, thought back on all 

the people she knew in New York City before they became 

famous movie stars. 

One worked behind the makeup counter at Macy’s, one 

worked selling tickets at movie theaters, and so on. 

When they became successful, every one of them became 

more angry, manic, unhappy, and unstable than they had 

been when they were working hard to get to the top. Why?



Chapter 7: “The Knowledge of God”

D. The Social Consequences of Sin



Dorothy Sayers, 1947

“The people who are most discouraged are those 

who cling to an optimistic belief in the civilizing 

influence of progress and enlightenment.” 

To them, the genocide in totalitarian states and 

the greed and selfishness of capitalist society “are 

not merely shocking and alarming. For them, 

these things are the utter negation of everything 

in which they have believed. It is as though the 

bottom had dropped out of their universe.”



Jonathan Edwards

If we get our very identity, our sense of worth, from our 

political position, then politics is not really about politics, 

it is about us. Through our cause we are getting a self, our 

worth. 

In The Nature of True Virtue, one of the most profound 

treatises on social ethics ever written, Jonathan Edwards 

lays out how sin destroys the social fabric. If our highest 

goal in life is the good of our family, then, says Edwards, 

we will tend to care less for other families. If our highest 

goal is the good of our nation, tribe, or race, then we will 

tend to be racist or nationalistic. If our ultimate goal in life 

is our own individual happiness, then we will put our own 

economic and power interests ahead of those of others. 



Jonathan Edwards

Edwards concludes that only if God is our summum 

bonum, our ultimate good and life center, will we 

find our heart drawn out not only to people of all 

families, races, and classes, but to the whole world 

in general.

There is no way out of this conundrum. 

The real culture war is taking place inside our own 

disordered hearts, wracked by inordinate desires for 

things that control us, that lead us to feel superior 

and exclude those without them, and that fail to 

satisfy us even when we get them. 



Chapter 7: “The Knowledge of God”

E. The Cosmic Consequences of Sin



In most ancient creation accounts …

…creation is the by-product of some kind of warfare or other act of 

violence. Virtually never is the creation deliberate and planned. 

Secular scientific accounts of the origin of things are, interestingly, 

almost identical to the older pagan ones. The physical shape of the 

world as well as the biological life is the product of violent forces. 



Unique among the creation 
accounts …

…the Bible depicts a world that is brimming with dynamic, abundant 

forms of life that are perfectly interwoven, interdependent, and mutually 

enhancing and enriching. The Creator’s response to this is delight. He 

keeps repeating that it is all good. 

The Hebrew word for this perfect, harmonious interdependence is 

shalom. We translate it as “peace,” but the English word is basically 

negative, referring to the absence of trouble or hostility. The Hebrew 

word means much more than that. It means absolute wholeness—full, 

harmonious, joyful, flourishing life. 



Sin is the 
devastating loss 
of shalom …

—the entire created world 
became broken, the entire warp 
and woof of the world unraveled. 
Disease, genetic disorders, 
famine, natural disasters, aging, 
and death itself are as much the 
result of sin as are oppression, 
war, crime, and violence. We have 
lost God’s shalom—Romans 8 
says that the entire world is now 
“in bondage to decay” and 
“subject to futility.”



Chapter 7: “The Knowledge of God”

F. What Can Put It All Right?



CS Lewis, “Is Christianity Hard or Easy?”

We are very like an honest man paying his taxes. He pays them, but he does hope 

that there will be enough left over for him to live on. 

The Christian way is different—both harder and easier. Christ says, “Give me ALL. I 

want you. Not your things… Hand over the whole natural self— ALL the desires, not 

just the ones you think wicked but the ones you think innocent—the whole outfit. I 

will give you a new self instead.

The almost impossibly hard thing is to hand over your whole self to Christ. But it is 

far easier than what we are all trying to do instead. For we are trying to remain with 

our personal happiness centered on money or pleasure or ambition—and hoping, 

despite this, to behave honestly and chastely and humbly. That is exactly what 

Christ warned us you cannot do. If I am a grass field—all the cutting will keep the 

grass less but won’t produce wheat. If I want wheat…I must be plowed up and re-

sown. 



What Can Put It All Right?

Does that scare you? Does it sound stifling? Remember this—if you don’t live for Jesus 

you will live for something else. If you live for career and you don’t do well it may 

punish you all of your life. If you live for your children and they don’t turn out all right 

you could be absolutely in torment because you feel worthless as a person. 

If Jesus is your center and Lord and you fail him, he will forgive you. Your career can’t 

die for your sins. Jesus is the one Lord you can live for who died for you—who breathed 

his last breath for you. Does that sound oppressive?

Even the most successful careers and families cannot give the significance, security, and 

affirmation that the Author of glory and love can. Jesus is the only Lord who, if you 

receive Him, will fulfill you completely, and, if you fail Him, will forgive you eternally.



Preview/Homework

Chapter 11 – Religion and the Gospel
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Religion and the Gospel / The (True) Story of the Cross



Outline

• Part 1 – The Leap of Faith Doubt 

1. There Can’t be Just One True Religion

2. How Could a Good God Allow Suffering

3. Christianity is a Straitjacket

4. The Church is Responsible for so Much Injustice

5. How Can a Loving God Send People to Hell

6. Science Has Disproved Christianity

7. You Can’t Take the Bible Literally

• Part 2 – The Reasons for Doubt Faith

8. The Clues of God

9. The Knowledge of God

10. The Problem of Sin

11. Religion and the Gospel

12. The (True) Story of the Cross

13. The Reality of the Resurrection

14. The Dance of God



Religion and the Gospel

• Question - Christianity teaches that our main problem is sin.  What then is the solution?

• Why must the solution be Jesus and Christianity?

• Said another way, why can’t some other religion, or no religion, do?

• Answer – Radical difference between approaches prescribed by other religions and the way 

prescribed by the gospel 

Other Approaches Christianity

Founders/Teachers show a way of salvation Only Jesus claims to be way of the salvation Himself

Salvation through moral effort Salvation through grace

Man’s way of appeasing God to gain His favor God coming personally to reconcile us to Himself

Natural Supernatural (In its origin and outworkings)

Impossible to not be religious – the question is always what religion



Religious Rule-Keeping (Pharisaic)

• Sense of worth based on moral and spiritual performance

• Creates internal anxiety, insecurity, and irritability

• Doesn’t just damage inner self, it creates social strife 

• Attacks all that doesn’t share their doctrinal beliefs and religious practices 

• Blames God or themselves when life goes wrong

• Fundamentally believe they deserve a decent, happy life

• Christianity delivers from bitterness, self-recriminations, and despair

• As a rule, children raised in these environments generally reject Christianity

As possible to avoid Jesus as Savior by keeping all the Biblical rules as by breaking them

Not that rules don’t matter.  They do.  But it is a matter of the cart before the horse



The Strange Case of Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde

• Incongruous mix of good and evil – bad nature holding good nature back

• Develops potion that separates the two – Hyde’s every thought centered on self

•Thinks only of own desires, no concern for those he hurts to gratify himself

• Resolves to never take potion again; commits himself to good works and alleviating suffering 

around him

• On contemplating the good he is doing and how much better he is than majority of men, he 

involuntarily becomes Hyde without taking the potion

• Good works aggravated his pride and self-centeredness, it did not kill it

• Jekyll becomes Hyde, not in spite of his goodness, but because of it

Self-centeredness and pride lead to oppression of others – either from being bad and 

breaking all the rules, or by being good and keeping all the rules



Grace Makes the Difference

• God accepting us because of what Jesus has done instead of our own efforts

• “I obey – therefore I am accepted by God”  vs. “I am accepted by God through Christ – therefore I obey”

• Don’t miss the point – both obey, but for diametrically opposed reasons 

• Radically different motivations, spiritual identities,  and therefore kinds of lives

Jesus harshly condemned those caught up in religious self-righteousness

Moralism Grace

Motivation Fear Gratitude and love

Spiritual Identity Living up to my religious standards Secure in what Christ has done

Result
Pride, disdain for others when meeting;

Self-loathing when not

Humility, sympathy, compassion 

for others

• If with the loss of fear of punishment you also lose all incentive to live uprightly, then the only 

motivation you had to live uprightly was fear

• Can be equally said of those whose motivation for upright living is belief in being owed a good life

• ‘Les Miserables’



True Test - How We Treat the Other

• The other – those who do not share our beliefs and practices 

• Our human tendency is to define ourselves by what we are not

• Creating feelings of superiority about ourselves and people like us

• And feelings of condescension and disdain for those unlike us

• Gospel identity not created by excluding anyone, but by the Lord who was excluded for us

• Humbles more deeply than religion can

• Affirms us more powerfully than religion can

• Makes us more compassionate and sympathetic towards those who have not yet seen

• Jesus continually corrected Jews mistaken attitude towards ‘the other’

• Woman at the well, and Samaritans in general

• Syro-Phoenician woman

• Centurion

• Many years and much conflict before apostles grasped inclusiveness of the new creation

We must learn to distinguish moral from amoral differences

These are artificial distinctions we 

make based on nationality, 

ethnicity, gender, political parties, 

Christian denominations, and 

especially football teams



Jesus Gave Specific Instruction for Dealing with ‘the other’

Matt 5:38-48 - “You have heard that it was said, ‘An eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth.’ 39 But I tell you not to 

resist an evil person. But whoever slaps you on your right cheek, turn the other to him also. 40 If anyone wants to sue 

you and take away your tunic, let him have your cloak also. 41 And whoever compels you to go one mile, go with him 

two. 42 Give to him who asks you, and from him who wants to borrow from you do not turn away. 43 “You have heard 

that it was said, ‘You shall love your neighbor and hate your enemy.’ 44 But I say to you, love your enemies, bless 

those who curse you, do good to those who hate you, and pray for those who spitefully use you and persecute 

you, 45 that you may be sons of your Father in heaven; for He makes His sun rise on the evil and on the good, and 

sends rain on the just and on the unjust. 46 For if you love those who love you, what reward have you? Do not even 

the tax collectors do the same? 47 And if you greet your brethren only, what do you do more than others? Do not even 

the tax collectors do so? 48 Therefore you shall be perfect, just as your Father in heaven is perfect.

• Jesus modeled these in humbly submitting to cruel punishment and death on the Cross

• Defeating Satan and dark forces ruling old creation, freeing His people from their dominion

• This is how He is now conquering the world through us, enabling us to self-sacrificially love 

our enemies (either real or perceived), thus binding the dark forces animating them  

There is no argument against love



Enemies or Prisoners of War (PoWs)?

II Tim 2:25-26 - And a servant of the Lord must not quarrel but be gentle to all, able to teach, patient, 25 in 

humility correcting those who are in opposition, if God perhaps will grant them repentance, so that they 

may know the truth, 26 and that they may come to their senses and escape the snare of the devil, having 

been taken captive by him to do his will.

• Those trapped in their sin are PoWs – taken captive by Satan to do his will

• Jesus bound the strong man to plunder His house (“triumphed over them in it”)

• He, through us, plunders Satan’s house and sets them free

• Observe the ‘How’ – “The weapons of our warfare are not carnal, but mighty through God”

• Not quarrelsome

• Speak the truth in love – am I angry at them and their sinfulness, or brokenhearted over the pain and suffering 

their sinfulness brings into their life?

• Am I irritated that they need me?

• Gentle, patient, meek (sound familiar?)

We can be too quick to treat Prisoners of War as enemies



The (True) Story of the Cross

• Primary symbol of Christianity throughout history

•Symbol of violence and shame transformed into symbol of love and redemption

• Puts modernity into catalepsy

• Some liberal theologians label the doctrine of the cross “divine child abuse”

• “Why should Jesus have to die?”

• “Why couldn’t God just forgive us?”

• “Christian God sounds like the vengeful gods of primitive times who need to be appeased by 

human sacrifice”

• “Why can’t God just accept everyone, or at least those who are sorry for their wrongdoings?”

The cross is the greatest symbol of the love of God for His Creation

God was not angry with His Son on the cross.  He never stopped loving Him.  God’s 

wrath was against sin, which Jesus took upon Himself to destroy its power and to set 

His people free.  



The Cross – Symbol of Love, not Wrath

• Three options if someone crashes and damages your property

• Demand he pays for all the damages

• Cost share the expenses

• Refuse to allow him to pay anything

• But the cost must be borne by someone

• Forgiveness is bearing the cost for misdeed instead of making the wrongdoer do it

• Enables reaching out in love to seek your enemy’s renewal and change

• God did not inflict pain on someone else, but on the cross absorbed the pain, violence, and evil of the 

world into Himself

• God becomes human and offers His own lifeblood  - He models moral justice and sacrificial love

• Defeated evil to save us

• There was a debt to be paid – God Himself paid it; a penalty to be borne – God Himself bore it 

God is most unlike primitive deities who demanded our blood to appease their wrath; 

He redeemed us with His own blood



Real Love is a Personal Exchange

• “Why can’t we just concentrate on teaching how God is a God of love?” 

• Without the cross there is no God of love

• All life-changing love involves some form of exchange

• Dealing with emotionally wounded people – they are lifted up; you are drained

• Providing safety to those afflicted, persecuted - Increased safety and security for them; increased 

vulnerability and insecurity for you

• Parenting – you must give up your independence and freedom to nurture your children to 

independence and freedom

“The essence of sin is we human beings substituting ourselves for God, while the 

essence of salvation is God substituting Himself for us.  We put ourselves where only 

God deserves to be; God puts Himself where we deserve to be.”

- John Stott, The Cross of Christ



The Great Reversal

• Christianity only religion that claims God became personally involved in the violence, 

oppression, grief, weakness, and pain that we experience

• Pattern of the Cross – Reversal of world’s values

•Exposes and defeats world’s glorification of power, might, and status

• On the Cross Christ

• Wins through losing

• Triumphs through defeat

• Defeats death through dying 

• Comes to wealth through giving it all away

• Turns the values of the world rightside up (Matt 5:42-45, Mark 10)

• Result of the Cross – costly forgiveness of sins

• ‘Angels with Dirty Faces’

• ‘Tale of Two Cities’

This is what the (True) Cross looks like



The Great Reversal

Luke 9:23 -Then He said to them all, “If anyone desires to come after Me, let him deny himself, 

and take up his cross daily, and follow Me.

Matthew 10:39 - He who finds his life will lose it, and he who loses his life for My sake will find it.

Matthew 16:25 - For whoever desires to save his life will lose it, but whoever loses his life for My sake will find it.

Mark 8:35 - For whoever desires to save his life will lose it, but whoever loses his life for My sake and the gospel’s will 

save it.

Luke 9:24 - For whoever desires to save his life will lose it, but whoever loses his life for My sake will save it.

Luke 17:33 - Whoever seeks to save his life will lose it, and whoever loses his life will preserve it.

John 12:25 - He who loves his life will lose it, and he who hates his life in this world will keep it for eternal life.

Mark 10:41-45 - And when the ten heard it, they began to be greatly displeased with James and John. 42 But Jesus called 

them to Himself and said to them, “You know that those who are considered rulers over the Gentiles lord it over them, 

and their great ones exercise authority over them. 43 Yet it shall not be so among you; but whoever desires to become 

great among you shall be your servant. 44 And whoever of you desires to be first shall be slave of all. 45 For even the Son 

of Man did not come to be served, but to serve, and to give His life a ransom for many.”

To lose one’s life is to live in self-sacrificial love to God and others

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Luke%209%3A23&version=NKJV
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Matthew%2010%3A39&version=NKJV
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Matthew%2016%3A25&version=NKJV
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Mark%208%3A35&version=NKJV
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Luke%209%3A24&version=NKJV
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Luke%2017%3A33&version=NKJV
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=John%2012%3A25&version=NKJV


The Cross Lived

• Those shaped by the great reversal of the Cross no longer need self-justification through 

money, status, career, pride of race or class

• Cross creates a counterculture in which sex, money, and power cease to control us and are used in 

life-giving and community building rather than destructive ways

• In Christ’s Kingdom – the Kingdom of the Cross

• The powerful enable/empower the weak

• The greatest are those, who like Jesus, lay down their lives and become servants of all

• We who have been forgiven freely, gladly forgive

• We who have received so much freely, cheerfully, generously give

• We love our enemies

• We no longer see them as enemies, but as prisoners of war

• We do not fight them; we fight the forces of evil that enslave and manipulate them

• Binding those forces with the most powerful weapon in the world – self-sacrificial love

• We who have been made lovely by the undeserved grace of God embrace the unlovely messed up 

humanity around us, extending God’s unmerited favor to others 

This is how Jesus has, is, and will conquer the world

This is where Christianity becomes supernatural 
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Outline

• Part 1 – The Leap of Faith Doubt 

1. There Can’t be Just One True Religion

2. How Could a Good God Allow Suffering

3. Christianity is a Straitjacket

4. The Church is Responsible for so Much Injustice

5. How Can a Loving God Send People to Hell

6. Science Has Disproved Christianity

7. You Can’t Take the Bible Literally

• Part 2 – The Reasons for Doubt Faith

8. The Clues of God

9. The Knowledge of God

10. The Problem of Sin

11. Religion and the Gospel

12. The (True) Story of the Cross

13. The Reality of the Resurrection

14. The Dance of God



Framing the Question
• How did Christianity emerge and grow so rapidly, with such power?

• No other band of messianic followers in the that era concluded their leader was raised from 

the dead – why did this group do so?

• No group of Jews ever worshipped a human being as God.  What led them to do so?

• How do you account for the hundreds of eyewitnesses to the Resurrection who lived on for 

decades and publicly maintained their testimony, eventually giving their lives for their belief?

Modern attempts at explaining away the Resurrection simply don’t comport with the facts



Ancient Views 
• Ancients were divided on body after death 

•Those who wanted one, but knew they wouldn’t get one (Greek mythology)

•Those who did not want one (Platonists, proto-Gnostics)

• Ancients believed in life after death, but it was always a one-way trip and never included a new 
physical body

• Jews believed in a two-step process
• God would look after soul until the last day

• When He would give His people new bodies when He judged and remade whole world

• Absurd to Jews that one could be Resurrected while all things not yet set right

• Second Century Gnosticism introduced concept of resurrection, even Jesus’, as a 
disembodied spiritual life after death, never to return to tainted material essence

• Since the Enlightenment, Church at large has slid more towards Gnostic view of eternal 
disembodied spirit living with Jesus forever, contrary to Scripture

Resurrection never simply meant life after death -

always connoted a physical body after life after death



Trump Card or Achilles Heel?

I Cor 15:3-8 - For I delivered to you first of all that which I also received: that Christ died for our sins according to 

the Scriptures, 4 and that He was buried, and that He rose again the third day according to the Scriptures, 5 and 

that He was seen by Cephas, then by the twelve. 6 After that He was seen by over five hundred brethren at once, 

of whom the greater part remain to the present, but some have fallen asleep. 7 After that He was seen by James, 

then by all the apostles. 8 Then last of all He was seen by me also, as by one born out of due time 

• Paul affirming the Resurrection of Jesus as objective reality

• You don’t have to believe me, go ask the scores of people that saw Him

• Your hope is anchored in an objective verifiable truth

I Cor 5:13-19 - But if there is no resurrection of the dead, then Christ is not risen. 14 And if Christ is not risen, 

then our preaching is empty and your faith is also empty. 15 Yes, and we are found false witnesses of God, 

because we have testified of God that He raised up Christ, whom He did not raise up—if in fact the dead do not 

rise. 16 For if the dead do not rise, then Christ is not risen. 17 And if Christ is not risen, your faith is futile; you are 

still in your sins! 18 Then also those who have fallen asleep in Christ have perished. 19 If in this life only we have 

hope in Christ, we are of all men the most pitiable.

• Paul establishing that without the objective reality of the bodily resurrection of Jesus we have no 

hope, and our Christianity is a sham

Resurrection of Jesus is an objective verifiable fact



Resurrection Account Oddities That Lend Credence to Their Credibility

• Unlike death and burial, gospel resurrection accounts had no biblical allusions or 

echoes, even though Paul and creeds later did

• They never mention future Christian hope.  That came later in epistles and creeds.  

(If gospels were really written later you would have expected that dynamic to be 

present) 

• Women as principal witnesses (not credible as witnesses in ancient world)

• Jesus had a normal body, but obviously transfigured.  (He could appear/ disappear, 

go through locked doors and back and forth to Heaven)

Point is that disciples were thoroughly shocked by what happened, 

so shocked they had no preconceived perspectives to fall back on



Evidences From Disciples’ Behavior

• Disciples were emphatically not expecting Jesus to be raised from the dead all 

by Himself in middle of history

• Jewish tombs, especially of martyrs, were venerated, often became shrines

• Immediate early Church emphasis on first day of week

• Willingness of disciples to go out, suffer and die – no one sacrifices this much 

for a lie

• “I believe those witnesses that got their throats cut.” - Pascal

Jesus’ resurrection from the dead explains historical data at heart of early Christianity



Other First Century Evidences

• Numerous messianic leaders before and after Jesus that were executed.  Not 

one was reported to be resurrected.

• Christian view of Resurrection and its implications sprung up immediately, not 

over long periods of time like other historical movements

• Unprecedented worship of Jesus as God by Jews

• Preaching in Jerusalem – easy to disprove Resurrection if it weren’t true

Too absurd for anyone to claim or believe, unless of course it really happened



Keller’s Advice to Skeptics

“Even if you can’t believe in the Resurrection, you should want it to be true”

• Skeptics own worldview undermines the things they care deeply about – justice for 

the poor, alleviating hunger and disease, caring for the environment, etc.

• Resurrection, not naturalism, provides the hope and reason to pour ourselves out for the 

needs of the world

• Note: Too many Christians live in practical refutation of the Resurrection by poor 

theology and practice:

• Escapism of Dispensational Theology

• Lack of concern for justice, oppression of the poor and weak, environmental stewardship

Message of the Resurrection – “This world matters!”



The Dance of God

Bible is a drama in four acts:

Creation

Fall

Redemption

Restoration

All four acts a beautiful dance between and among the Triune God



Creation Reflects Interpersonal God

• Christianity alone among world religions teaches that God is

• Triune (means that He is relational)

• At once personal and transcendent

• Son from all eternity living in the bosom of the Father (John 1:18)

• Holy Spirit lives to glorify the Son (John 16:14)

• Son glorifies the Father (John 17:14)

• The Father glorifies the Son (John 17:5)

• The Trinity lives in mutual self-giving love 

• If God were unipersonal (vs. triune), power not love would be eternal.  But being 

interpersonal, love is the eternal essence of God
• Result is that ultimate reality in a world created by Him is people living in community 
knowing and loving one another

The God of no other religion is personal and relational



From Dancing to Orbiting

• Dancing could also be described as orbiting – things encircling one another

• The members of the Trinity encircle, move around and within each other

• We were created to be/operate in that orbit, with God at the center

• Sin is replacing God at the center with other things – money, power, pleasure, self

• God commands us to obey Him unconditionally, to glorify and praise Him, to center our lives 

around Him; not because He is a needy tyrant, but because wanting our joy He knows we will 

only achieve it by centering our lives on and around Him, instead of ourselves

• Mark 2:27 - And He said to them, “The Sabbath was made for man, and not man for the Sabbath.

• Mark 8:35 - For whoever desires to save his life will lose it, but whoever loses his life for My sake 

and the gospel’s will save it.

God’s love for us directs us to recenter our lives on Him



Future of the Dance

• As the dance of the Trinity continues 

• He has redeemed, is redeeming, and will redeem

• He has renewed, is renewing, and will renew

• We live in between the already and the not yet

Rom 8:19-22- For the earnest expectation of the creation eagerly waits for the revealing of the sons of God. 20 For the creation was 

subjected to futility, not willingly, but because of Him who subjected it in hope; 21 because the creation itself also will be delivered 

from the bondage of corruption into the glorious liberty of the children of God. 22 For we know that the whole creation groans and 

labors with birth pangs together until now.

Phil 3:20-21 - For our citizenship is in heaven, from which we also eagerly wait for the Savior, the Lord Jesus Christ, 21 who will 

transform our lowly body that it may be conformed to His glorious body, according to the working by which He is able even 

to subdue all things to Himself.

• Final consummation sees Heaven and Earth finally united

Rev 21:1-3 - Now I saw a new heaven and a new earth, for the first heaven and the first earth had passed away. Also there was no 

more sea. 2 Then I, John, saw the holy city, New Jerusalem, coming down out of heaven from God, prepared as a bride adorned for 

her husband. 3 And I heard a loud voice from heaven saying, “Behold, the tabernacle of God is with men, and He will dwell with 

them, and they shall be His people. God Himself will be with them and be their God.

God doesn’t replace – He redeems and renews – both His Creation and His people



The Christian Life

• All other religions see salvation as some sort of liberation from ordinary humanness

• Christianity on the other hand is not about escaping this world, but about transformation of it

• Christianity about much more than getting to Heaven when we die

• It restores us to our original vocation as God’s vice-regents in His creation

I Pet 2:9-10 - But you are a chosen generation, a royal priesthood, a holy nation, His own special people, that you 

may proclaim the praises of Him who called you out of darkness into His marvelous light; 10 who once were not a 

people but are now the people of God, who had not obtained mercy but now have obtained mercy.

• What does that look like

• Worshipping and serving God rather than ourselves

• Honoring and serving the dignity of others created in His image

• Caring for His Creation (Biblical environmental stewardship)

Christianity is about joining God in His reclamation project

All of this under the direction and power of God’s renewing, enlivening Holy Spirit



Why Were We Here?

I Pet 3:15-16 - But sanctify the Lord God in your hearts, and always be ready to give a 

defense to everyone who asks you a reason for the hope that is in you, with meekness and 

fear; 16 having a good conscience, that when they defame you as evildoers, those who revile 

your good conduct in Christ may be ashamed.

• There is a hope within you

• That it is apparent to those around you

• Those around you know within themselves that what they are doing is wrong

• And their conscience is pricked by your good behavior

• Resulting in their conviction and conversion, or your demise

• That defense is to be given with meekness and fear, not self-righteous pride

Our Christianity ought to be obvious


